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9:00 p.m. and O
9:00 a.m. to 12:00

each city are detailed in the n
ADDRESSES. Procedures for pre-
registering for and testifying at these
public hearings are detailed in the
“Hearings Procedures” subsection of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section.
ADDRESSES: EPA'’s public hearings to
receive comments on the Agency’s
proposed radiation protection standards
for Yucca Mountain, Nevada will be

eld on October 13, 1999, at the Ronald
an Building (Federal Triangle

top), International Trade Center,
re B Meeting Room, 1300

Amargosa Valley
821 East Farm Road,
NV: on October 20 and

argosa Valley,
1999 at the

Services, Room 111, 101 Conve
Center Drive, Las Vegas, NV; and
October 27, 1999, at the Kansas City
Convention Center, Conference Center—
Room 4201, 14th Street between
Wyandotte and Central, Kansas City,
MO.

EPA's official docket for this rule,
including technical support documents
and other documents and materials
réhevant to this rule, are filed in Docket
No. A<95-12 of the Air Docket, located
in RoomrM-1500 (first floor in
Waterside Mall near the Washington
Information Cerger), U.S. EPA, 401 M
Street, SW, Washington, DC 20460-
0001. EPA has also established
“Information Files” for this rule at two
locations in Nevada: the Goxernment
Publications Section of the Dickinson
Library at the University of Neva
Vegas, 4504 Maryland Parkway, Las
Vegas, NV, and the Public Library in
Amargosa Valley, NV.

As provided in EPA’s regulations at
40 CFR Part 2, and in accordance with
normal Air docket procedures, if copies
of any docket materials arc requested, a
asonable fee may be charged for

Information Line, 1-
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The U.S.
Department of Energy is developing a
potential geologic repository at Yugcca
Mountain, Nevada, for disposal of s
nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive
waste. As mandated by the Energy
Policy Act of 1992, the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) has developed
site-specific public health and safety

standards for the potential reposito
Yucca Mountain, Nevada. On August
27,1999, EPA published the proposed
radiation protection standards for Yucca
Mountain, Nevada in the Federal
Register at 64 FR 46976-47016.
Simultaneously, a 90-day public
comment period on the Agency’s

public hearings are requested
register by calling EPA’s toll-free
Mountain Information Line at 1-800
331-9477 between the hours of 12:00
Noon and 7:00 p.m. Eastern Standard
Time (EST) with the following
information: Name/Organizational
Affiliation (if any)/hearing date,
location, time(s) available to testify, and
a daytime telephone number. In order to
obtain a scheduled speaking time,
quests must be received by EPA no

the hearings in Washington,
r 18, 1999 for the hearings in

in Kansas City, M
registered in advance
door. Individuals testifyi

peakers not

individual may testify as the of
representative or spokesperson on
behalf of groups and organizations and
will be allocated ten minutes for an oral
presentation. Time allowed is exclusive
of any time consumed by questions from
the government panel and answers (o
these questions. Testimony from
individuals and representatives of
organizations is limited to one hearing

e to other individuals or
hearing time be used to

cannot or does not appear per
the hearings, written comments
accepted by EPA during the hearings
These written comments will be
considered to the same extent as oral
testimony and will be included as part
of the official hearings transcripts. The
hearing transcript will constitute the
fficial record of the hearings. Written
comments submitted outside of the
publrinaﬁ arings must be received by
EPA DocketlNo. A-95-12 in

Washington, DC by November 26, 1999.
All comments received by EPA, whether
ritten or oral, will be given equal
consideration in development of the
final -
Dated: September 27, 1999.
Robert Brenner,

Acting Assistant Adims
Radiation.

{FR Doc. 99-25566 Filed 9-
BILLING CODE 6560-50—P

istrator for Air and

99: 8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 679
[1.D. 092799€E]

Groundfish Fisheries of the Gulf of
Alaska and the Bering Sea/Aleutian
Islands Area

AGENCY: National Marine Fisherices
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of intent; scoping
meetings; request for comments.

SUMMARY: NMFS announces its
intention to prepare a programmatic
supplemental environmental impact
statement (SEIS) on Federal groundfish
fishery management in the Exclusive
Economic Zone (EEZ) waters off Alaska.
The scope of the analysis will include
all activities addressing the conduct of
groundfish fisheries authorized and
managed under two of the North Pacific
Fishery Management Council’s fishery
management plans (FMPs): Groundfish
of the Gulf of Alaska (GOA), and
amendments thereto; and Groundfish
Fishery of the Bering Sea and Aleutian
Islands Area (BSAI), and amendments
thereto.

NMFS will hold scoping meetings (o
receive public input on the structure of
the alternatives and the range of issues
to be covered in the programmatic SEIS.
NMES is accepting written comments
on the same topics.

DATES: Written comments will be
accepted through November 15, 1999
(see ADDRESSES). See
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION,
Public Involvement for meeting dates.
ADDRESSES: Written comments and
requests to be included on a mailing list
of persons interested in the
programmatic SEIS should be sent to
Lori Gravel, Sustainable I'isheries
Division, National Marine Fisheries
Service, P.O. Box 21668, Juncau, AK
99802. Comments may also be hand-
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delivered to Room 457-1 Federal Office
Building. 907 West 9t Street, Juneau,
AK. See SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION,
Public Involvement for meeting
locations.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steve Davis. NMFS, (907) 271-3523.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act, the
United States has exclusive fishery
management authority over all living
marine resources found within the EEZ,
except marine mammals and birds. The
management of these marine resources
is vested in the Secretary of Commerce
(Secretary). Light Regional Fishery
Management Councils prepare FMPs for
approval and implementation by the
Secretary. The North Pacific Fishery
Management Council has the
responsibility to prepare F'MPs for the
fishery resources that require
conservation and management in the
EEZ off Alaska. The North Pacific
Fishery Management Council consists of
I'ederal and state officials having
authority for fishery management, and
of private persons nominated by the
governors of the States of Alaska,
Oregon, and Washington, and appointed
by the Secretary.

The National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) requires preparation of
environmental impact statements (EISs)
for major Federal actions significantly
impacting the quality of the human
environment. 40 CFR 1502.9(c) states:
“Agencies shall prepare supplements to
either draft or final environmental
impact statements if: (i) The agency
makes substantial changes in the
proposed action that are relevant to
environmental concerns; or (ii) There
are significant new circumstances or
information relevant to environmental
concerns and bearing on the proposed
action or its impacts.”

The Council prepared. and the
Secretary approved. the Fishery
Management Plan for Gulf of Alaska
Groundfish in 1978 and the FFishery
Management Plan for Groundfish
Fishery of the Bering Sea and Aleutian
Islands Area in 1981. EISs were
prepared for those FMPs and were filed
in 1978 and 1981, respectively. Both
I'MPs have been amended numerous
times. NEPA environmental documents
(categorical exclusion, environmental
assessments, or EISs) have been
prepared for each FMP amendment and
regulatory amendment. Additionally,
NMFS prepared and issued an SEIS for
the groundfish fisheries authorized
under both FMPs in December 1998 In
July 1999. the U.S. District Court,
Western District of Washington at

Seattle (NO. C98-04927) ruled in
Greenpeace v. NMFS that the 1998 SEIS
was legally inadequate, and remanded
the document to NMFS for further
action consistent with the requirements
of NEPA.

In this document, NMFS announces
its intent to prepare a programmatic
SEIS that defines the Federal action
under review as, among other things, all
activities authorized and managed
under the FMPs and all amendments
thereto, and that addresses the conduct
of the GOA and BSAI groundfish
fisheries and the FMPs as a whole.
NMFS will present in the SEIS an
overview and an assessment of all
impacts (including environmental,
biological, and socio-economic) that
result from directed and incidental
groundfish harvest regulations affecting
amount of harvest, location of harvest,
time of harvest. method of harvest,
distribution of harvest among
fishermen, use of the harvest, and
methods used to monitor harvest and
the fisheries. Also. NMFS will identify
and evaluate the significant changes that
have occurred in the GOA and BSAI
groundfish fisheries, including
significant cumulative effects of
environmental and management
changes in the groundfish fisheries
since the issuance of the 1978 and 1981
EISs. Further, NMFS will also analyze
the impacts (including environmental,
biological and socio-economic) resulting
from the current fishery management
regime, and reasonable alternatives to
the current management regime. The
Responsible Program Manager for this
SEIS is Steven Pennoyer, Alaska
Regional Administrator, NMFS.

Alternatives

The SEIS will consider a range of
alternative harvest management
regimes, incorporating variations on
various elements of the FMPs. It will not
consider detailed alternatives for every
aspect of the FMPs. A principal
objective, therefore, of the scoping and
public input processes is to identify a
reasonable set of programmatic
management alternatives that, with
adequate analysis, will sharply define
critical issues and provide a clear basis
for choice among the alternatives.

Management of the GOA and the
BSAI groundfish fisheries pursuant to
the FMPs involves decision making that
can result in changes to the harvest
management strategy. Accordingly, in
the programmatic SEIS, NMFS will
consider a full range of management
alternatives, including the No Action
alternative {i.e., the management regime
currently in place would continue to
apply), and evaluate their potential

environmental impacts (including
biological and socio-economic).
Through this scoping process, NMFS
requests public input on the
management alternatives that should be
considered in this programmatic SEIS.
Prior to the scoping meetings, NMF'S
will publish in the Federal Register
draft alternatives to be developed
further at the public scoping meetings
and in the programmatic SEIS.

Issues

The environmental consequences
section of the EIS will display the
impacts of groundfish harvest accruing
with present management regulations
and under a range of representative
alternative management regulations on
North Pacific and Bering Sea ccosystem
issues. These issues include: (1) Marine
habitat, (2) major species of fish,

(3) major species and groups of
invertebrates, (4) marine mammals, (5)
seabirds, and (6) cumulative and
synergistic impacts on species across
the foodweb. In addition, the
environmental consequences section
will contain summary, interpretation,
and predictions for socin-cconomic
issues associated with conduct of those
fisheries on the following groups of
individuals: (1) Those who participate
in harvesting the groundfish resources
and other living marine resources, (2)
those who process and market the fish
and fishery products, (3) those who are
involved in allied support industries, (4)
those who consume fishery products, (5)
those who rely on living marine
resources in the management area either
for subsistence needs or for recreational
benefits, (6) those who benefit from non-
consumptive uses of living marine
resources, (7) those involved in
managing and monitoring fisheries, and
(8) fishing communities.

Consultations

Pursuant to section 7(a)(2) of the
Endangered Species Act (ESA),
consultations for listed species and
critical habitat affected by these
fisheries have been or will be initiated
and will be prepared in parallie] with
development of the programmatic SEIS.
These consultations will be conducted
in accordance with the ESA and
implementing regulations, 50 CFR 402
et seq.. and will anatyze the individual
and cumulative impacts of activities
relating to the groundfish fisheries
authorized and managed under the
I'MPs. and amendments thereto, to
determine whether the cumulative
impacts of the groundfish fisheries are
likely to jeopardize the continued
existence of listed species, including
Steller sea tions, or adversely modify
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critical habitat. Results from these
consultations will be incorporated into
the SEIS to the maximum extent
practicable. The schedule for
completion of consultation will

correspond generally to the schedule for

the issuance of the programmatic SEIS
as the information, evaluations, and
conclusions that are required for both
documents will be similar in many
respecls.

Public Involvement

Scoping for the programmatic SEIS
begins with publication of this notice.
An informational presentation of the
project will be made during the

Council's October meeting (Scattle, WA,

Seattle Airport, Doubletree Hotel,
October 10 through 18, 1999.)
Subsequent scoping meetings will be
held in Anchorage, Juncau, Kodiak. and
Seattle at the following times and
locations:

1. Juncau—November 8, 1999, 1-3
p.m., Juneau Federal Building, Room
445, 709 West 9th Street, Juneau, AK.

2. Anchorage-—November 9, 1999, 1-
3 p.m.. Anchorage Federal Building,
Room 135, 222 West Seventh Avenue,
Anchorage, AK.

3. Kodiak—November 10, 1999, 1-3
p.m., Kodiak Inn, 236 West Rezanof
Drive, Kodiak, AK.

4. Seattle-November 12, 1-3 p.m.,
Alaska Fisheries Science Center, 7600

Sand Point Way NE, Building 4, Room
2039, Seattle, WA.

Special Accommodations

Theses meetings are physically
accessible to people with disabilities,
Reqests for sign language interpretation
or other auxiliary aids should be
directed to Rebecca Campbell (907)
586-7228 at least 5 days before the
meeting dates.

Dated: September 27, 1999.
Bruce C. Morehead,
Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 99-25573 Filed 9-30-99; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-F
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white-tailed deer, Odocoileus virginianus
leucurus (Douglas). M.S. thesis. Oregon
State College. Corvallis. 46 pp.

Gavin, T.A. 1984. Pacific Northwest. in:
White-tailed deer. ecology and
management. L.K. Halls, editor. A Wildlife
Management Institute publication. Pages
491-492.

Gavin, T.A. 1978. Status of the Columbian
white-tailed deer: some quantitative uses of
biogeographic data. Pages 185-202 in:
Threatened Deer. [UCN. Morges.
Switzerland. 434 pp.

Oregon Department of Fish Wildlife. 1999.
Deer census and population trend data.
Unpublished ODFW report. Southwest
Regional Office. 4 pages.

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife.
1995. Columbian white-tailed deer
biological status assessment. Report to
Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission. 83
pp.

Smith, W.P. 1985, Current geographic
distribution and abundance on the
Columbian white-tailed deer. Odocoileus
virginianus leucurus (Douglas). Northwest
Science 59:243-251.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 1983. Revised
Columbian white-tailed deer recovery plan.
Portland. Oregon. 75 pp.

Author: The primary author of this
notice is Barbara Behan of the Regional
Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
911 N.E. 11th Avenue, Portland, Oregon
97232-4181 (telephone 503/231-6131).

Authority
The authority of this action is the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 erf seq.).
Dated: October 26, 1999,
Thomas Dwyer,
Regional Director, Fish and Wildlife Service.
{FR Doc. 99-28696 Filed 11-2-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-55-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 679
{1.D. 102699G]

Groundfish Fisheries of the Gulf of
Alaska and the Bering Sea/Aleutian
Islands Area

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMI'S), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notification of draft alternatives;
extension of scoping and comment
period.

SUMMARY: NMLS is publishing draft
alternatives to be analyzed in a
programmatic supplemental

environmental impact statement (SEIS)
on Federal groundfish fishery
management in the Exclusive Economic
Zone (EEZ) off Alaska. This document
also provides an extension of the
scoping period from November 15 until
December 15, 1999.

DATES: Written comments must be
received on or before December 15,
1999.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be sent to Lori Gravel, Sustainable
Fisheries Division, National Marine
Fisheries Service, P.O. Box 21668,
Juneau, AK 99802. Comments may also
be hand delivered to Room 457-1
Federal Office Building, 907 West 9
Street, Juneau, AK.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steven Davis, NMFS, (807) 271-3523 or
steven.k.davis@noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NMI'S
published in the Federal Register, a
notice of intent to prepare an SEIS on
Federal groundfish fishery management
in the EEZ off Alaska and announced
scoping meetings (64 'R 53305, October
1, 1999). The reason for undertaking the
analysis, and the issues to be analyzed.
are detailed in the notice of intent and
are not repeated here. In the notice,
NMFS indicated that, prior to the
scoping meetings. NMFS will publish in
the Federal Register draft alternatives to
be developed further during the scoping
process.

NMFS manages the Bering Sea and
Aleutian Islands (BSAI) and Gulf of
Alaska (COA) groundfish fisheries to
achieve the goals and objectives of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act
{(Magnuson-Stevens Act) and the Fishery
Management Plans (FMPs) for the
Groundfish Fisheries in the BSAl Area.
and the Groundfish of the GOA. The
goals and objectives reflect the
complicated array of often competing
concerns that affect the Alaska
groundfish fisheries. In some instances,
contradictory objectives are articulated
within a single goal. For example,
paraphrasing from the Magnuson-
Stevens Act and the FMPs, we find they
generally contain the following goals
and objectives: Assure continuing
availability of food supply and
tecreational opportunities: minimize
irreversible adverse effects on fishery
resources and the marine environment.
including essential fish habitat;
maximize economic benefits to the
Nation and to the states: provide for
sustained participation of fishing
communities; minimize waste, reduce
bycatch and the mortality of bycatch,
encourage development of underused
fisheries; control effort; promote

equitable allocations; keep management
options open for the future; prevent
overfishing and rebuild overfished
stocks; manage stocks as a unit; promote
protection of the safety of human life at
sea; promote regulatory and fishing
efficiency; use the best available data:
account for all fishery related removals.
In deciding on particular new
management measures, NMFS and the
North Pacific Fishery Management
Council review reasonable alternatives
for achieving one or more of those goals
and objectives, then base decisions
according to the views of competing
interests and concerns.

With this programmatic
environmental impact analysis. NMIFS
will evaluate how successfully the
current management regime achicves
those goals and objectives. The SEIS
will support these determinations by
presenting an analysis of the
environmental impacts of the current
regime and compare them to
configurations of alternatives
management measures that would also
achieve those goals and objectives.

Alternatives

NMI'S has chosen to analyze broad
thematic alternatives that will provide,
in a programmatic sense, a conceptual
framework for understanding how
cffectively alternative harvest
management regimes achieve the
articulated goals and objectives and
what their environmental impacts
would be. The SEIS will look at the
themes: (1) Who harvests groundfish: (2)
what groundfish is harvested; (3) when
and where is groundfish harvested; and
(4) how groundfish is harvested. Sub-
alternatives will be developed for each
theme. The alternatives and sub-
alternatives NMES is currently
considering include the following:

Allocative Schemes (Who harvests
grounclfish?)

Sub-alternative 1 - Status quo:
Allocation of groundfish harvest is
currently based on the species or
species group and is made (o
individuals, cooperatives, and Olympic-
style fisheries (i.e.. non-Community
Development Quota (CDQ). non-
Individual Fishing Quota (IFFQ)
fisheries) by sector.

Sub-alternative 2 - IFQ: Expand or
reducc allocations to individuals by
species or species group.

Sub-alternative 3 - Cooperatives:
Expand or reduce allocations to
cooperatives by species or species
group.

Sub-alternative 4 - Open access:
Reduce or remove limited access
SySl(’IﬂS.
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Sub-alternative 5 - Allocation: Expand
or reduce the use of sector allocations or
alter the amounts of allocations.

Sub-alternative 6 - License Limitation:
Expand or reduce the use of license
limitation.

Harvest Level (What is harvested?)

Sub-alternative 1 - Status quo: Total
Allowable Catch levels (TACs) are set by
species or species group and the sum of
the TACs must stay within the OY of the

groundfish complex.

Sub-alternative 2 - Increase the TACs:
Set fishing mortality equal to the
maximum acceptable biological catch
(going above OY of the groundfish
complex).

Sub-alternative 3 - Decrease the TACs:
Set fishing mortality equal to 50 percent
of the maximum acceptable biological
catch.

Sub-alternative 4 - Stabilize the TACs:
Set fishing mortality equal to the 1994-
1998 average fishing mortality.

Sub-alternative 5 - Authorize zero
harvest: Set the TACs at zero.

Time/Area Closures (When and Where
does harvest occur?)

Sub-alternative 1 - Status quo:
Numerous time/area closure schemes
are currently in use serving to achieve

various conservation objectives. Among
the purposes served are closures to
minimize fishery interactions with
species listed under the Endangered
Species Act, prohibited species, and
crab habitat.

Sub-alternative 2 - Steller sea lion
focus: Add additional closures based on
their potential to minimize indirect
interactions with Steller sea lion
foraging habitat.

Sub-alternative 3 - Prohibited species
focus: Add additional closures based on
their potential to minimize take of
prohibited species.

Sub-alternative 4 - Habitat focus: Add
additional closures based on their
potential to minimize disturbance of
marine substrates.

Sub-alternative 5 - Market focus:
Modify seasonal and area restrictions to
increase value of harvest and/or
improve the efficiency of fishing
operations.

Gear Limitations (How is groundfish
harvested?)

Sub-alternative 1 - Status quo. Fishing
gear as described in regulations with
sector allocations made in annual total

allowable catch specifications.
Sub-alternative 2 - Further restrict
fishing gear contact with the sea floor by

banning non-pelagic trawl gear in
flatfish fisheries.

Sub-alternative 3 - Restrict use of
trawl, longline, and/or pot gear to
habitat areas with substrates composed
of unconsolidated sediments.

Sub-alternative 4 - Restrict authorized
fishing gear to those capable of
minimizing bycatch significantly below
levels presently considered clean for
each directed fishery.

Sub-alternative 5 - Allow all gear
types and allow fishermen to select the
most effective type.

Public Involvement

Scoping for the programmatic SEIS
began with publication of a Notice of
Intent in the Federal Register on
October 1, 1999. This notice extends the
scoping period from November 15, to
December 15, 1999, to provide the
public and NMF'S with additional time
to refine these alternatives.

Dated: October 27, 1999.
Bruce C. Morehead,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 99-28643 Filed 11-2-99; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 3510-22-F
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Programmatic SEIS

NMES staff reported to the Council that they have begun
work on a programmatic supplemental environmental
impact  statement (SEIS) for the BSAI and GOA
Groundfish Fisherv Management Plans (FMPs). This
document is intended to serve as the central environmental
document for both FMPs. This goal will be achieved by:
(1) updating the original EISs bv providing a historical
review of how the groundfish fisheries and the
environment have changed since publication of the original
EISs: (2) descnbe how new scientific and fishery
information is being utilized: (3) determine whether the
pnnciples of ecosystem management are being followed:
(4) describe the cumulative effects of past. present. and

raasonable  foreseeable future groundfish fisheries
management upon the marine ecosystem and the
snvironment: and (3) review current and alternative

management measures (individuallv and in combinaton)
1o assess their utility for addressing current and foresesable
environmental issues.

The purpose of this programmatic SEIS is to prepare a
reference document that accurately describes the current
management regime in Alaska and our current knowledge
about the physical. biological, and human environment.
Future proposal-specific NEPA documents will be able to
incorporate by reference. or tier off. thus SEIS, thereby
concenwating the public’s attendon on the issues specific
1o the acton beingz evaluated at that time. [t is reasonable
to expect that this programmatic SEIS will again require
periodic updates as new information and/or significant
changes occur to the environment.

The environmental consequences section of the SEIS will
be structured around issues that have shaped Alaska
groundfish fisheries and those that are currently facing
management of groundfish resources in the BSAI and
GOA. The SEIS will evaluate the impacts of current
groundfish harvest as defined by regulations at Sec.679
(status quo) and the potential environmental impacts of a
range of representative alternative management regulations
on Gulf of Alaska and Bening Sea issues. The list of issues
may include: the harvest of directed and non-directed
spectes. prohibited species catch: allocation of resources:
marine mammals, seabirds., and habitat; ecosystem
management; and the cumulatve effects of fishenes.
These issues, as refined through scoping, will be used to
focus the analysis on the specific FMP management
measures to be studied in the SEIS.

Pursuant to section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act
(ESA). consultations for listed species and crnitical habitat
affected by these fisheries have been or will be initiated
and will be prepared in parallel with development of the
programmatic  SEIS. These consultations will  be

B

conducted in accordance with the ESA and implementing
regulatons, 50 CFR 402 et seq.. and will analyze the
individual and cumulative impacts of activities relating to
the groundfish fisheries authorized and managed under the
FMPs, and amendments thereto. to determine whether the
cumulative impacts of the groundfish fisheries are likely to
jeopardize the continued existence of listed species.
including Steller sea lions. or adversely modify cntical
habitat. Results from these consultatons will be
incorporated nto the SEIS to the maximum extent
practicable. The schedule for completion of consuitation
will correspond generally to the schedule for the issuance
of the programmatic SEIS as the information. evaluations,
and conclusions that are required for both documents will
be similar in many respects.

Scoping for the programmatic SEIS began with publication
of a Notice of Intent in the Federal Register on October 1,
1999 and public comuments are due to NMFS by November
13. 1999. The public is specifically being requested to
provide comments on what issues should be addressed in
the SEIS and what reasonable alternatives should be
analyzed. The Council requested that NMFS consider
extending the scoping period to provide the public with
more time to develop comments on what issues should be
addressed in the analysis and what alternatives to status
quo management should be considered. A series of public
meeungs have bean schaduad for tac purposes of sCoping

the SEIS at the following dates. locations, and times:

1. Juneau--November 8. 1999, 1-3 p.m., Juneau Federal
Building, Room 445, 709 West 9th Street, Juneau,
AK.

2. Anchorage--November 9, 1999, 1-3 p.m., Anchorage
Federal Building, Room 135, 222 West Seventh
Avenue. Anchorage, AK.

3. Kodiak—November 10, 1999, 1-3 p.m., Kodiak Inn,
236 West Rezanof Dnive, Kodiak, AK.

4. Seattle-November 12, 1-3 p.m., Alaska Fishenes
Science Center, 7600 Sand Point Way NE, Building
4, Room 2039, Seattle, WA.

Written comments and requests to be included on a
mailing list of persons interested in the programmatic SEIS
should be sent to Lor Gravel, Sustainable Fisheries
Division. National Marine Fishenies Service, P.O. Box
21668, Juneau, AK 99802, Comments may also be hand-
delivered to Room +437-1 Federal Office Building, 709
West 9% Street, Juneau, AK. For further information
contact: Steve Davis. NMFS. (907)271-3523. Staff
contact is Dave Witherell.

» " e TR

North Pacific Fishery Management Council
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; North Pacific Fishery Management Council
News and Noftes

{ 605 West 4" Avenue, Ste 306

Anchorage, AK 89501-2252
Phone (907) 271-2809
Fax (807} 271-2817

www.fakr.noaa.qov/npfmc December 199
regulatory Area 4E, whereby halibut CDQ fishermen
Ha“bUt Charterboat were retaining undersized halibut for subsistence. In
P June 1997, the Council approved and the [PHC adopted

Management

a change in the halibut regulations to allow Area 4E
. dl . CDQ fishermen to retain undersized halibut while
Tbe Couqcxl reviewed two hahbut management Issues at commercial fishing. That measure took effect June 4.
this meeting. Th? Cf“““ rev1evyed and felez.ased to the 1998, and sunsets on December 31, 1999 The Council
public the analysis for implementing a guideline harvest did not include a sunset date, but the [PHC wanted fo
level (GHL) and management measures to keep harvests ensure an adequate data collection program. The Council
under the GHL for the Elahbut charter fishery in Gulf of sent a letter of support to the IPHC that it extend this
Alaska .Areas 2C and 3A. It adopted the Yestrgctured [PHC regulation with no sunset date at its January
alternatives as proposed by the staff to simplify the meeting.
decision-making process (Attachment 1) and added to
the analysis: (1) possession limits as a possible The Council reviewed the larger issue of defining
management tool: (2) a 3-vear rollmg average for eligibility, legal gear, customary and traditional trade.
determining whether an area GHL is exceeded: (3) an bag limits, and cooperative management. The Council
option to apply the GHL as a percentage to the constant revised the list of alternatives (Attachment 2) and set
xploitation yield (CEY) by area after non-guided sport wnitial review of the revised analysis in April and final
and personal use deductions are made, but prior to action in June 2000. Staff contact is Jane DiCosimo.

{
Clarence G. Pautzke, Executive Director \

Richard 8. Lauber, Chairman

Volume 5-99 Visit our webpage at

deductions for commercial bycatch and wastage; (4)

additional discussion of economic characterizations of
the commercial and charter fisheries (particularly for |
Area 2C). and (3) additional discussion of [ .
~ - 2
implementation and trigger mechanisms during periods [T
of low halibut abundance. It deleted an option that would | 3 ‘
have closed the halibut charter fishery in-season if the [~ Pacific Cod Lice eLsmztatlon Progfam Essential Fish
GHL was exceeded. The analysis will be available from 4 Habitat, stege Séa Lions
the Council office and on the website by January 10. For ——1 v
final action in February, staff will also provide: (1) an |5 cmmntteeand Panet APFOlnﬁ“eﬁfS
update of the revised stock assessment and quotas as a | 6 | AFA Observer Committee
result of the IPHC Annual Meeting in January 2000 and b~~~
potential impacts on the analytical conclusions in the | | Aftachments: Charter boat GHL Afternatives
EA/RIR/IRFA and (2) estimated implementation costs. SR © ' Halibut Subsistence Alternatives
Halibut Subsistence e P
g Table 1. Guif of Alaska Specifications
The Council also reviewed a list of alternatives for ‘ . ':Tables23 _Halibut Discard Mortality Rates
defining halibut subsistence in Alaska from an analysis _' - | Table 4: Befmg Sea and Aleutian Island Specs
prepared in 1997 Management measures for halibut | 'T?Tabiesss Prohibited Species Catch, Trawl & non-trawi
subsistence were first developed to address a conflict | | Table 7 Poliack TAC in sea lion conservation area

between the IFQ/CDQ regulations and customary and
‘raditional  practices of Alaska Natives in I[PHC

North Pacific Fishery Management Council, December 1999
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‘Gulf of Alaska
Groundfish
Specifications for 2000

The Council approved the combined BSALGOA
EA/RIRTRFA/SAFE and GOA total Acceptable
Biological Catch (ABC) for 2000 of 431.830 mt, a 19%
decrease from the total 1999 ABCs of 532.590 mt. The
overall Total Allowable Catch (TAC) was set at 296.660
mt. a 3% decrease from the 1999 TACs of 306,535 mt.
Table | shows ABCs and TACs for the GOA for 2000.
Overall, the stock status in the Gulf of Alaska continues
to appear relatively stable. The pollock ABC of 106,000
mt in 2000 staved roughly the same as the 1999 ABC of
100,900 mt. The ABC recommendation for arrowtooth
flounder dropped by 72,000 mt. ABCs and TACs
dropped slightly for most other flatfish species. ABCs
and TACs increased slightly for some rockfish species
and dropped slightly for others.

The Pacific cod ABC dropped to 76,400 mt, down from
84,400 mt in 1999. The stock assessment continues to
estimate a declining stock. The TAC was reduced to
59,800 mt to account for landings in the State fishery.
According to ADF&G, the South Alaska Peninsula
likely will take its full allocation in 1999, and will
automatically ramp up in 2000 to 25% of the Federal
ABC for the Western area. Therefore, the State fishery is
expected to harvest 21.7% of the Federal ABC (16,600
mt).

The sablefish ABC/TAC increased by 5%, from 12,700
mt 1in 1999 to 13,330 mt in 2000. This increase reflected
a 5% increase in weight and 10% increase in abundance
relative to the 1998 longline survey. The Council
adopted ABCs and TACs based on the fishery and
survey-based apportionments, while the Plan Team and
SSC based their recommendations on survey catch rate
alone. The Council then combined the sablefish ABCs
for the West Yakutat and East Yakutat/Southeast
Outside (EY/SEO) areas to allow for a reallocation of
the 5% eastern Gulf trawl allocation to West Yakutat due
to the trawl prohibition east of 140° W longitude
implemented in 1998.

The “other species™ category, including sharks, skates,
sculpins, squid, and octopus, was recommended as
bycatch fisheries only. No changes were made to the
Prohubited Species Caps (PSC) limits for halibut. The
Council adopted IPHC's recommended halibut discard
mortality rates as recommended by IPHC staff shown in
Tables 2 and 3. Staff contact is Jane DiCosimo.

Groundfish SEIS

NMES prepared a supplemental environmental impact
statement (SEIS) for the groundfish fisheries authorized

under the Gulf of Alaska and Bering Sea and Aleutia: lg' .
e.

Islands fishery management plans in December 199%
The U.S. District Court ruled in Greenpeace v. NMFS
that the 1998 SEIS was legally inadequate. and
remanded the document to NMFS for further action
consistent with the requirements of NEPA. NMFS
published a Notice of Intent to prepare a programmatic
SEIS on Federal groundfish fishery management in the
EEZ waters off Alaska in the Federal Register October
I, 1999. The scope of the analvsis is to include all
activities addressing the conduct of groundfish fisheries
authorized and managed under both FMPs. NMFS
published a supplementary notice on November 3. 1999
that presents a number of thematic alternatives for
purposes of scoping and to stimulate public comment.
This notice also announced NMFS® response to the
Council’s October request to extend the public scoping
period, which was extended until December 13, 1999,
NMFS has developed a proposed work schedule and
held a series of scoping meetings during the week of
November 8-12, 1999, in Juneau, Anchorage, Kodiak,
Alaska, and in Seattle, Washington. Council staff contact
is Jane DiCosimo. Steve Davis (907/271-3523) is the
lead staff for NMFS.

Council and Board of
Fish Issues

At this meeting the Council took a preliminary look at
several proposals which will be considered by the
Alaska Board of Fish this spring. As part of the joint
protocol adopted by the two management bodies, the
Council may provide comment to the BOF (and vice-
versa) on issues of mutual concern, including annual
management proposals. A meeting of the joint
Committee. consisting of three members from ecach
body, will be held on January 28, 2000 in Anchorage (at
ths Regal Alaskan Hotel) to discuss these proposals and
other issues of mutual concern. The full Council and
Board will meet on Tuesday, February 8 at the
Anchorage Hilton and will review recommendations
from the joint Committee. Staff contact is Chris Oliver.

North Pacific Fishery Management Council, December 1999
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Hale was pronounced dead at 1:30 p.m. on the moun-
tain, and his body was flown to Providence Alaska
Medical Center in Anchorage.

Daily News staff report

NN A Closing Store
GRENDAHL EYE ASSOCIATES

Presents a

SALE

FACIAL SKIN RESURFACING Bead H eaven &
AND EYELID SURGERY WITH THE CO2 LASER Em bel | Is h ments

Saturday, November 13th at 11:00 AM Eve ryth i ng M ust G

3500 LaTouche, Second Floor .
Find Us On The Web Soon!

a
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P U B LIC ALASKA GROUNDFISH FISHERIES
N(OBBI@{=] SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT

The U.S. Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) will be holding public scoping meetings for the
preparation of a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) for Alaska
Groundfish Fisheries Management within the Gulf of Alaska and the Bering Sea Aleutian
Islands. The SEIS will evaluate how successfully the current management regime achieves

the goals and objectives outlined in the Fisheries Management Plans for the Gulf of Alaska Equ‘nriis;g}lt/Feat
and the Bering Sea Aleutian Islands. The SEIS will support these determinations by pre- « Sporty sleek, new des

senting an analysis of the environmental impacts of the current regime and compare them 2000

i ; b * Improved transmissio
to alternative management measures that would also achieve those goals and objectives. « Enhanced All-Wheel D

Information about the public scoping meeting for this area is provided below: System

* More refined, bigger i
¢ New multi-link rear st
* 6 way power driver’s :

What: Public Scoping Meeting for Alaska Groundfish Fisheries SEIS

When: November 9, 1999, 1:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. * Go-anywhere 7.3" off
Where:  Anchorage Federal Building, Room 135, 222 West Seventh Avenue, * Keyless entry system
Anchorage, Alaska * Fog lights
* AM-FM stereo cassett
Other public scoping meetings will be held in Juneau (November 8, 1999), Kodiak (Nove-
mber 10, 1999) and Seattle (November 12, 1999). For information about any of the sched- m
uled meetings, or about the project in general, please contact Mr. Steve Davis, NMFS
Regional NEPA Coordinator, 907-271-3523. 494(
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IMPACT STATEMENT

The US. Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
"National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) will be holding public scoping meetings for the
preparation of a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) for Alaska
Groundfish Fisheries Management within the Gulf of Alaska and the Bering Sea Aleutian
Islands. The SEIS will evaluate how successfully the current management regime achieves
the goals and objectives outlined in the Fisheries Management Plans for the Gulf of Alaska
and the Bering Sea Aleutian Islands. The SEIS will support these determinations by pre-
senting an analysis of the environmental impacts of the current regime and compare them
to alternative management measures that would also achieve those goals and objectives.
Information about the public scoping meeting for this area is provided below:

What: Public Scoping Meeting for Alaska m_ﬂoga:m: Fisheries SEIS
When: November 9, 1999, 1:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m.

Where: Anchorage Federal Building, Room 135, 222 West Seventh Avenue,
Anchorage, Alaska

Other public mnoc_:@. meetings will be held in Juneau (November 8, 1999), Kodiak (Nove-
mber 10, 1999) and Seattle (November 12, 1999). For information about any of the sched-

uled meetings, or about the project in general, please contact Mr. Steve Davis, NMFS
Regional NEPA Coordinator, 907-271-3523, .

, 1999

e

Alaska, and it is now and during
and that such newspaper was

office maintained at the aforesaid
newspaper. That the annexed is

<
2]
<
2
|
3
=
=
=
S)
Q
9]
50
<
3
o0
=
=
<
A
20
=
84|

being first duly sworn on oath
deposes and says that he/she

is an accounting clerk of

the Anchorage Daily News, a
daily newspaper. That said
newspaper has been approved as
a proof of publication and it now
and has been published in the
daily newspaper in Anchorage,
all said time was printed in an
place of publication of said

a copy of an advertisement

as it was published in regular
issues (and not in supplemental
form) of said newspaper on
regularly distributed to its
subscribers during all of said

NOV.

Yol

period. That the full amount of
the fee charged for the foregoing
publication is not in excess of

the rate charged private

individuals.
Signed



JUNEAU EMPIRE, SUNDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1999 A 7

The Nation

JonBenet Ramsey will answer “‘myths and falsehoods” about the
murder investigation, the book’s publisher says.

“This will be a story of their faith in God and how it sustained
them through the tragedy and the horrible accusations that ensued,”
said Rolf Zettersten of Nashville-based Thomas Nelson Publishers.

«The Death of Innocence” is the working title for the book, to be
written by John and Patsy Ramsey and released in March.

Terms of the deal were not released.

CNEW
FRONTIER

Hooded
Sweatshirts

FREE TOURS
& GIFT SHOP

Open Thurs. - Sat. 1 1-4:3'0 pm )
5429 Shaune Dr. ® 780-5866

==(0

TBREWING .

crimination based on sexual orien-
tation, that violence is not the solu-
tion.”

Then, despite a rage they have
felt for 13 months toward McKin-
ney and co-defendant Russell Hen-
derson — who pleaded guilty earli-
er this year in the killing — Dennis
and Judy Shepard wrote a new
chapter in forgiveness.

*fhe Juneau Empire is%,

proud to acknowledge

KINY

... your hometown radio!

asasponsorof *

%elebrafe 2000 (dicag 1) ¢

ATTENTION
KMART SHOPPERS

The Kmart November 7, 1999 weekly od
circular, on page 15 features the
Play Station gome V-Refly 1.
This item will not be avallable, due to
the manufacturer’s delay in shipping.
We apologize for any incomvenience this
may have caused our customers.

What: Public Scoping
When: November 8, 1999, 1:00 pm-3:00 pm

Where: Juneau Federal Building, Room, 445, 7090 West 9* Street,
Juneau Alaska

Public Notice - Alaska Groundfish Fisheries
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

The U.S. Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, National Marine Fisherles Service (NMFS) will be holding pub-
lic scoping meetings for the preparation of a supplemental Environmental
Impact Statement (SEIS) for Alaska Groundfish Fisherles Management within
the Gulf of Alaska and the Bering Sea Aleutian Islands. The SEIS will evaluate
how successfully the current management regime achleves the goals and
objectives outlined in the Fisheries Management Plans for the Gulf of Alaska
and the Bering Sea Aleutian Islands. The SEIS will support these determina-
tions by presenting an analysis of the environmental impacts of the current
reglme and compare them to alternative management measures that would
also achleve those goals and objectives. Information about the public scoping
meeting for this area Is provided below:

Meeting for Alaska Groundfish Fisherles SEIS

Other public scoping meetings will be held in Anchorage, (November 9, 1999),
,fl(odldk (November 10, 1999) Seattle {(November 12,1999). For more information
about any of the scheduled meetings, or about the project in general, please
contact Mr. Steve Davis, NMFS Regional NEPA Coordinator, 907-271-3523.
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m Public Notice — Alaska Groundfish Fisheries |
B Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement u

B The U.S. Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, National |
= Marine Fisheries Service (NMES), will be holding public scoping meetings for the preparation of
a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) for the Alaska Groundfish Fisheries

[l Management within the Gulf of Alaska and the Bering Sea Aleutian Islands. The SEIS will
- evaluate how successfully the current management regime achieves the goals and objectives
outlined in the Fisheries Management Plan for the Gulf of Alaska and the Bering Sea Aleutian
Islands. The SEIS will support these determinations by presenting an analysis of the environmental
impacts of the current regime and compare them to alternative management measures that would

B also achieve those goals and objectives. Information about the public scoping meeting for this |

n area is provided below: -

] What:  Public Scoping Meeting for Alaska Groundfish Fisheries SEIS m
When: November 10, 1999, 1:00 p.m. - 3:00 p.m.

| Where: Kodiak Inn, 236 West Rezanof Drive, Kodiak Alaska |

Other public scoping meetings will be held in Juneau (November 8, 1999) Anchorage (November

W 9. 1999) and Seattle (November 12, 1999). For more information about any of the scheduled |l
meetings, or about the project in general, please contact Mr. Steve Davis, NMFES Regional NEPA
Coordinator, 907-271-3523.
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Veterans Day Bingo at the Golden Anchor
Thursday, 11th of November
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In honor of our Veterans

all Bingo pay outs will be doubled!
Pay out may not exceed $1,000 per game.
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“fly,” Lovins says.

ule lice may be a nuisance, and
f the most vexing problems
schoolchildren and parents,

protect kids from getting lice, other ' , . AR IRADKE "

than urging them not to share hats or
combs, and to tell a grownup if their
heads start itching, he says.

ng airport

said. “He’ll blow them up and
of them.”

ore the airport hired Kari, one
dogs (the other is in Florida)
l to prevent bird strikes na-
le, it had big problems with
3 birds.

January, a flock of geese
:d into a Horizon plane’s land-
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n comfortably at the young age of 100.
tone on 1o join her long left friends and
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n for Louise’s incredible constitution,
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with. The service she wanted was her
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Paid Advertisecment
Public Notice — Alaska Groundfish Fisheries Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement. The U8, Department of

Commeree. National Oceame and Atmospheric Administration. Natonal Marine Fisheries Seiviee (NMES) wilf he Rolding public scoping meetings for the
preparation o a Supplemental Environmental Tpact Statement (SELS) for Aaska Groundtish Frisheries Man: werent within the Gult of Alaska and the Bering

Sea Alentian Isknds. The SEIS will evaluate how suceesstully the current man: reement reztme achieves the goals and objectives outhned in the Fisheries
Management Plans for the Gult ol Alaska and the Bering

emvironmental impacts of the current reginme and compare them o alternative ni magenient measures that would also achieve those: goals and objectives

Sea Aleutian Islands. The SUIS will support these deterninations by presenting an analysis ol the

Information about the public scoping meeting (or this area is provided helow

What: Public Scoping Meeting for Alaska Groundiish Fisheries SEIS

When: November 1201999, 1:00/pan-3:00 pum

Where: Alasha Fisheries Science Center, 7600 Sand Pomt Wiy N1 Bidg 4. Room 2039, Scantde, WA

Other public scoping mectings will be held in funcau, Alaska (November 8. 1999 Anchor. tees Alska ENOvemiber 901999 and Kodiak, Alaska (November 10,

1999). For more information about any of 1he scheduled meetings, or ahout the project i general, please contact Me. Steve Davis, NMIES Regronal NE:PA
Coordmator, {(902) 271-3523

| Complete Thanksgiving Dinner—$1.87 1

We need vour help to serve our annual Thanksgiving
dinner and provide additional hot meals and other
essential services to hungry, homeless, hurting people
in the Scattle area this fall.

For just SE.87. you can provide a hot meal or help
provide safe shelter, clean clothes and spiritual help that
can be the start of a new life.

Please help us feed and care for the hungry, homeless
and hurting by mailing your gift today.

[IS18.70 helps 10 people L1$37.40 helps 20 people
£J$56.10 helps 30 people [23$74.80 helps 40 people
LI$187 provides 100 meals or other essential services

ds _to feed and care for as many as possible

Address . . . ) ... _Apt

City/State/Zip

CITYTEAM MINISTRIES
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ZILLAH — A group of 23 Yakima
Valley politicians has threatened to
take steps against the local library
system unless it changes its policy of
granting library users unfiltered Inter-
net access.

The group, which includes a Yaki-
ma County commissioner and mayors
and council members from 10 cities,
met Thursday. It urged the 19-branch
Yakima Valley Regional Library sys-
tem to install software on library
computers that can prevent users from
accessing pornography and other ob-
jectionable material.

The group selected four members
to serve on a committee that will talk
to the library board.

Karen Spence, the library system’s
children’s services director, told the
group that the library’s board of
directors has developed Internet ac-
cess policy options.

ATAX BREA
TSAVES LI

When you donate your car, boat or RV to the

American Cancer Society, everybody wins. You make one TOLL-FREE call.
We tow your vehicle away FREE. You may get a tax write-off.

We get closer to a cure for cancer. Call the American Cancer Society today.

1-888-CAR-5500

www.cancer.org

Public Notice - Alaska Groundfish Fisheries Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement. The US. Departiment of

Paid Advertisement

Commeree, National Occanic and Atmospheric Administeation, National Marine Fisheries Service (NMES) will be holding public scoping meetings for (he
preparation of a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) for Alaska Groundfish Fisherics Management within the Gult of Alaska and the Berng
Seir Alewtian Islands. The SEIS will evaluate how successfully the current management regime achieves the goals and objectives outlined 1t the Fisherios
Management Plans for the Gulf of Alaska and the Bering Sca Aleutian Istands. The SEES will support these determinations by prosentny an analvsis of the

environmental impacts of the current regime and compare them o alternative management measures that would also achicve those souls and objectives

Information about the public scoping meeting for this arca is provided below:

What: Public Scoping Meeting for Alaska Groundfish Fisheries SEIS
Whea: November 12, 1999, 1:00 p.m.-3:00 p.m
Where: Alaska Fisheries Science Center, 7600 Sand Point Way NI, Bldg 4. Room 2039, Seartle, WA

Other public scoping meetings will be held in Juneaw, Alaska (November 8. 1999) Anchorage. Alaska (November 9. 1999) and Kodih. Alaska (November 160,
1999). For more information about any of the scheduled meetings, or about the project in general, please contact Mr Steve Dinis, NMES Revional NEPA
Coordinator, (902) 271-3523.

Paid Advertiscment

New Low-Cost Auto Insurance Plan
Introduced for Safe Washington Drivers

INDEPENDENT RATE SURVEY

Now, if you’re a
responsible driver,
you can get the lower
rates you deserve!

Now, safe Washington drivers
may have an opportunity to substan-
tially reduce their auto insurance
premiums — often, by hundreds of
dollars. And, in most cases, all it
takes is one simple phone call.

20th Century Insurance
Company - the firm that pioneered
low-cost auto insurance in
California and the West over 40
years ago — has come to Washing-
ton. 20th Century was created with

Pemco  Safeco Er%trjrt)‘é?;w Allstate c gr?ttl’}ry
Seattle (98105) $640  $778 $778 $786 $517
Tacoma (98405) 705 899 702 840 547
Bellevue (98005) 587 669 693 702 468
Everett (98203) 594 720 662 738 470

6 MONTH AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE PREMIUMS
Example Used: Husband and wife, both 35, clean driving records. He drives 1994 Ford Taurus GL. 15 mies each
way to work (14,000 annual miles). She drives 1998 Plymouth Voyager, 10 miles each way to work (12,000 annual
miles). Both dnivers insured over 10 years Coverage: B! ($100.000/$300.000) PD ($100.000). UIMB! (§100.000/
$300.000). PIP ($10.000). Comprehensive ($500 ded.). Coliision {$500 ded ) Towing $50

Quotes based on November 1998 premium data obtained from an independent source we believe to be
reliable, but we cannot be responsible for its accuracy. Premiums for other companies do not include
adjustments which may have been made after survey was completed.

ings on to its customers with
significantly lower rates. As a re-
sult, qualified Washington drivers
arc discovering they can often save
hundreds of dollars by switchine

largest publicly traded personal
automobile insurance company in
the United States, with over one
million satisfied customers.
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A1LASKA GROUNDFISH

FISHERIES

SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT

Public Scoping Newsletter
November 199
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Project Background

In 1976, Congress passed into law what is currently
known as the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation
and Management Act (MSFCMA). This law authorized
the United States right to manage its tishery resources
out to 200 miles oft its coast. Regional Councils were
established and they were charged to prepare fishery
management plans (FMPs) for every fishery that re-
quired management. Two of the earliest FMPs in the
country were the Gulf of Alaska Groundfish FMP in
1978. and the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Ground-
fish FMP in 198 1. Both plans had to satisty MSFCMA
and other applicable federal laws. including the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

In 1978 and in 198 1. Environmental Impact State-
ments (EISs) were prepared and approved for both the
Gulf ot Alaska (GOA) and Bering Sea Aleutian Islands
(BSAI) Groundtish FMPs, respectively. Since then,
these FMPs have been amended more than 50 times,
each requiring a NEPA analysis. Depending on the sig-
nificance of the issue, either an Environmental Assess-
ment, or a more in-depth EIS was prepared, and approved.

In the early 1990s. the National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS) began to recognize that the original
GOA and BSAI EISs were severely out-of-date. Here

in Alaska. scientists have documented significant

changes to the physical and biological environments
since the EISs were prepared. The cause for these
large ecosystem changes is not presently known and
is the subject of considerable rescarch at the local,
national. and international level. What we do know
is that in the late-1970°s, some species such as king
crab, herring. and Steller sca lions were abundant,
but are less so today. Conversely. other species that
were not very abundant then, such as pollock, cod,

and flatfish. are more abundant today.

Changes too have occurred in the human envi-
ronment. The Alaska groundfish fishery. once domi-
nated by foreign fishing fleets in the 1970s and
1980s, has since been replaced by U.S. fishermen.
Changes have occurred on how the fish are caught,
where the harvest takes place, who takes the har-
vest. and where the harvest is processed. Today, both
the GOA and BSAI FMPs reflect an evolution of
the American fishing industry in Alaska. As more
is learned about the fishery. scientists. managers,
and the public work together to design new man-
agement programs through the Council process
aimed at addressing both immediate problems as
well as issues concerning the health of the marine

ecosystem and the fisheries dependent on it.

continued on cai)e 2
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In 1997 NMFS started preparing a supple-
mental EIS (SEIS) to reflect changes that had oc-
curred since the original EISs were prpared for
the GOA and BSAI FMPs. This SEIS was com-
pleted in December 1998. In early 1999, the SEIS
was challenged in court. The Court later agreed
with the plaintiffs that the 1998 SEIS, was too
narrow in scope and that a programmatic, or “big
picture” analysis should have been done. The
court returned the 1998 SEIS to NMFS with in-
structions on what it expected the next SEIS to
contain.

On October 1, 1999, NMFS announced its
intention to prepare a new SEIS for the GOA and
BSAI Groundfish FMPs. With this announce-
ment, official scoping for the SEIS has begun.
This newsletter will be the first of several that
will keep interested parties apprised to the
agency’s progress and highlight opportunities for
public input into the NEPA process. Public in-
volvement will increase the likelihood that the
new SEIS will be found to be legally adequate
and provide a useful resource to federal agency
decision-makers.

The NEPA Process

The National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) was signed into law in 1970 in response
to an overwhelming national sentiment that fed-
eral agencies should take the lead in providing
greater protection for the environment. NEPA is
our country’s basic national charter for protec-
tion of the environment. It established environ-
mental policy for the nation, provides an inter-
disciplinary framework for federal agencies, and

7
(
N SR
Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands |

Fishery Management Unit

International
Waters

established procedures and a public process to ensure that
federal agency decision-makers take environmental fac-
tors into account. The analysis prepared for the tederal
decision-maker is typically an environmental assessment
(EA) or an environmental impact statement (EIS).

What is Scoping?

The first step in the NEPA process is Scoping.
Scoping is a public process to obtain comments on
environmental issues and alternatives to be considered in
the SEIS. Scoping allows the project team to discover al-
ternatives or potential significant environmental impacts
that may have been overlooked. Scoping meetings are
scheduled to be held in November 1999 (see page 4 for
dates). Issues were identified during the 1998 SEIS scoping
process include:

@ Support for ecosystem-based management

@ Concern about Steller sea lions

&= Providing full disclosure during NEPA process
@~ Biological derivation for prohibited species limits

2 «s Alaska Groundfish Fisheries SEIS
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ALASKA THE NEPA PROCESS
CANADA Scoping

Public Scoping Meetings
November 8-12, 1999
Scoping Ends: December 15, 1999

RESAVC |

é.') o
/ 7 j}& Gulf of Alaska
A/// C Fishery Management Unit

Development of Draft SEIS

2 7 N
) e ‘ ’ / \\“"\_ - 4'}5’, ]
e Jf»? Draft SEIS Anficipated
- L in October 2000
Lo
Pacific Ocean &
DR Public Comment Opportunity

30 days

Development of Final SEIS

We want your comments! S
Final SEIS Anticipated

Four public scoping meetings will be held during early in July 2001

November 1999 in Anchorage. Juneau. Kodiak and Seattle ) )
(see page 4 for dates and locations). After a short presen- - Public Cormment Opportunity

tation given by the NMFS project team leader, the public 30 days
will be invited to provide formal comments that are re-

corded. Comment sheets will also be available for people Record of Decision

to fill out > > i ail in. - o
o fill ou a‘md lca.ve at' th‘c meetmg> or mai m. All ?9m Anficipated in August 2001
ments received, either informally, formally, or in writing,

will be considered during the development of the SEIS. Al-

though scoping is an ongoing process, comments must be received by December 15, 1999 to be considered
in the development of the Draft SEIS. Your comments are important to us.

How would you like to contact us?

For more information, contact: Written comments can be sent to: Comments may be
Steve Davis, Regional NEPA Coordinator  Lori Gravel hand-delivered to:
222 W. 7th Avenue, Room 517 Sustainable Fisheries Division Room 457-1
Anchorage, AK 99513 National Marine Fisheries Service Federal Office Building
Phone: 907-271-3523 P.O.Box 21688 907 W. 9th Street

Fax: 907-271-3030 Juneau, AK 99802 Juneau, AK

E-mail: steven.k.davis@noaa.gov

Alaska Groundfish Fisheries SEIS =& 3
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Public Meeting Schedule

Date Location Place Time
November 8, 1999 Juneau, Alaska Juneau Federal Building, Room |1:00 p.m. -
445, 709 West 9th Street 3:00 p.m.

November 9, 1999 Anchorage, Alaska Anchorage Federal Building, 1:.00 p.m. -
Room 135, 222 West Seventh | 3:00 p.m.

Avenue
November 10, 1999 Kodiak, Alaska Kodiak inn, 236 West Rezanof |1:00 p.m. -
Drive 3:00 p.m.
November 12, 1999 [Seattle, Washington |Alaska Fisheries Science 1.00 p.m. -

Center, 7600 Sand Point Way |3:00 p.m.
NE, Building 4, Room 2039

ATMOSp,
no G7
© » 4, o

National Oceanic & Atmospheric

Administration, National Marine
Fisheries Service
). P.O. Box 21688
%, ¢ Juneau, AK

RTMENT OF C

-
)
2
z
w
%
2
>
3
o
3

e
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LAST NAME

Monday, March 27, 2000

FIRST NAME

ORGANIZATION

ADF& G, Fisheries Library

ADF& G, Habitat Library

Akutan Fisheries Association

Alaska Center for the Environment

Alaska Commercid Fisheries Entry Commission
Alaska Department of Community and Regional A
Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Alaska Department of Law

Alaska Department of Law

Alaska Division of Governmental Coordination
Alaska Division of Governmental Coordination
Alaska Eskimo Whaling Commission

Alaska Fisheries Conservation Group

Alaska Fisheries Devel opment Foundation

Alaska Groundfish Databank

Alaska Pacific Seafoods

Alaska Resources Library

Alaska Sablefish Inc.

Alaska Sea Grant College Program

Alaska Trawl Fisheries Inc.

Aleutian Pribilof 1dand Community Devel opment
Aleutian Seafood Processor's Assn.

Aleutian Spray Fisheries
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LAST NAME FIRST NAME ORGANIZATION

Aleutians East Borough

Alyeska Seafoods

American Fisheries Society, Alaska Chapter
American Oceans Campaign

Arctic Alaska Fisheries Corporation

Arctic Environmental Info. & Data Center, Env &
Arctic Sole Seafoods, Inc.

Arrowac Fisheries, Inc.

Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission
Bering Sea Fishermen's Association

Bristol Bay Economic Dev. Corp.
Carribean Fishery Management Council
Center for Marine Conservation

Central Bering Sea Fishermen's Association
Clipper Seafoods, Ltd.

Coastal Villages Region Fund

Cook Inlet Processing

Council on Environmental Quality

Deep Sea Fishermen's Union

Earthjustice Lega Defense Fund
Earthjustice Lega Defense Fund

Fishing Company of Alaska

Glacier Fish Company

Golden Age Fisheries

Golden Alaska Seafoods, Inc.

Greenpeace

Monday, March 27, 2000 Page 2 of 23



LAST NAME

Monday, March 27, 2000

FIRST NAME

ORGANIZATION

Greenpeace

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council
Jubilee Fisheries

Kodiak Vesse Owners Assn.

Kozak & Associates

Lesnoi Village

Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council
Midwater Trawler's Cooperative

National Audubon Society

National Fish & Wildlife Foundation

National Wildlife Federation Counsel

Native American Rights Fund

NCEP/NESDIS Reading Room

New England Fishery Management Council
NMFS SWFSC, Tiburon Laboratory Library
NMFS AFSC, Auke Bay Laboratory Fisheries
NMFES AFSC, National Marine Mammal Laborato
NMFS AFSC, W.F. Thompson Memorial Library
NMFS NFSC, Woods Hole Laboratory Library
NMFS Northwest Fisheries Science Center Library
NMFS SFSC, La Jolla Laboratory Library

NMFS Southeast Fisheries Science Center Library
NOAA Central Library

NOAA Regiona Library E/OC43

North Pacific Corporation

North Pacific Fishery Management Council
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LAST NAME FIRST NAME ORGANIZATION
North Pacific Processors
North Pacific Trawl Fisheries
Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission
Norton Sound Economic Development Corporatio
Ocean Trawl
Pacific Fishery Management Council
Pacific Seafood Processors Association
Pecific States Marine Fisheries Commission
Pauloff Harbor Village
Peter Pan Seafoods
Petersburg Vessal Owners Association
Pribilof Bering Seafood Ltd.
Pribilof 1dands Aleut Communities
ProFish International
Sierra Club - Alaska Field Office
South Atlantic Fishery Management Council
Trustees for Alaska
Tuck Donnelly
Tyson Seafoods Group
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Library
UAA Learning Resources Center
UAA, Consortium Library
UAA, Learning Resources Center
UAA, North Pac Fish Observer Train Cntr
UAA, School of Fisheries and Ocean

UAF, Ingtitute of Arctic Biology Library
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LAST NAME FIRST NAME ORGANIZATION

UAF, Wildlife Library

Unisea

United Fishermen of Alaska

USCG, North Pac Reg Fisheries Train Cntr
USDOI, Fish & Wildlife Service

UW Libraries, Fisheries Oceanography Library
UW Libraries, Suzzallo Library

Washington Department of Fisheries

Western Pecific Fishery Management Council
WSU Library, Holland Library

Abston Virginia Kodiak Tribal Council

Abyo, President Andrew Native Village of Pilot Point
Ackley Dave NMFS

Adams, Sr., President Edward Native Village of Sheldon's Point
Adams, Sr., President Bert Y akutat Tlingit Tribe

Agnus, President Simon Native Village of Umkumiute
Akers, President Russ Native Village of Chuloonawick
Albertson Gregory

Aliraria, Sr., President  Martin Native Village of Kipnuk

Allen Dr. Dave U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Alstrom Ragnar

Alverson Bob Fishing Vessel Owners Association
Anckarstrom-Bohm Dawn

Anderson, President Rodney Native Village of Chignik Lagoon
Anifantakis Chris

Antczak Steve
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LAST NAME FIRST NAME ORGANIZATION

Apokedak, Sr., Presdent Peter Levelock Village

Asulak, Sr., President Joseph Native Village of Toksook Bay
Atterbury Mike Alaska Ocean Seafood, Inc.
Augustine, President Fred Village of Alakanuk

Austin Dennis Washington Dept. Fish & Wildlife
Ayoub Sherif

Ayuluk, President James Native Village of Chevak

Azean, President Martina Native Village of Kongiganak
Azuyak, Tribal President Tony Village of Old Harbor

Baldwin Rebecca EEA

Balliet Kris Center for Marine Conservation
Baliet Kris Center for Marine Conservation, Alaska Field Offi
Balsiger Jm NMFS

Balsiger Dr.Jm NMFS AK Fisheries Science Cntr
Barry Steve

Bash James

Bavilla, President Wassillie Native Village of Kwinhagak
Beaudry John

Beaver, President Andrew Native Village of Kwigillingok
Behnken Linda

Behnken Linda Alaska Longline Fishermen's Association
Bender, Tribal Chairman Jeff Village of Bill Moore's Slough
Bennis Francine Alaska Marine Conservation Council
Benson Dave Tyson Seafoods Group

Benton, Deputy Commis David Alaska Dept. of Fish & Game

Berg Ron NMFS
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LAST NAME

Berkowitz
Bernardo
Bernardo
Blackburn
Blott
Boccaccio
Borch
Branch
Brennan
Bristol
Broderick
Brown
Brown, President
Bruce
Brunetti
Bryan
Bryant
Burch
Burke
Byrd
Caccia
Calkins
Callier
Campanile
Campbell
Carrels

Monday, March 27, 2000

FIRST NAME

Joshua
Jennifer
Jennifer
Chris
Tim
Michael
Karen
Allison
Jm

Tim
Kevin
Elizabeth
William
John
David
Brad
Christopher W
Al
Katherine
Vernon
David
Donad
Laura
Nick
Molly

Tom

ORGANIZATION

Ak Grounfish Data Bank

Cook Inlet Processing

Native Village of Eek
Jubilee Fisheries

Alaska Dragger's Association

USDI Fish and Wildlife Service
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LAST NAME
Catesson

Charles, President
Charles, President
Childers
Christensen
Christensen, Village Ad
Christofferson
Clark, President
Clarke

Claton, President
Cochran

Coe

Collins

Copps

Criddle

Cross

Curry

Curtsinger

Dangi

Daniel

Daniels

Davis

Deacon, President
Deigh, President
DeMaster

Dexter, President

Monday, March 27, 2000

FIRST NAME
Christopher
Billy
Mary
Dorothy
Tracy
Annie
Gary
Joseph
Paul

Lee
Peatricia
Jm

John
Steve

Dr. Keith
Craig
Vince
Christine
Kalpana
Carol
Eric
Steve
Henry
Richard

Doug
Joseph

ORGANIZATION

Emmonak Village
Native Village of White Mountain

Alaska Marine Conservation Council

Native Village of Port Heiden
PSMFC

Village of Clark's Point
Greenpeace

Chilkoot Indian Association
Alaska Native Science Commission

Alaska Fisheries Science Center

NMFS, Office of Sustainable Fisheries

UAF, Dept. of Economics
Alaska Trawl! FisheriesInc.
APRC, Inc.

Rural Cap

NOAA/NMFS

Village of Grayling
Egegik Village
NMFS-NMML

Chink Eskimo Community
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LAST NAME
DiCosmo
Dietrich
Dorry
Drake
Dubrow
Dunkak
Dyson
Eastman

Eggers

Eluska, President
Eluska, President

Engebretson

Enoch, Tribal Administr
Ermeloff, President

Falvey
Fanning
Faris
Finger
Fisette
Flowers
Fluharty
Flynn
Foster, Jr
Fox
Frank
Frank

Monday, March 27, 2000

FIRST NAME
Jane
Kimberly
Niaz
Sierra
Barry
Geoff
Peggy
John

Dr. Douglas
Ralph
David
Monica
David
Leonte
Dan

Kris
Tamra
Sue
Jason
Bobbie
David
Paul

Paul
Andrea
Michael J.

DianeK.

ORGANIZATION

North Pacific Fishery Management Council
Association for Professional Observers

Greenpeace

All Alaska Seafood Company

Alaska Dept. of Fish & Game
Kaguyak Village

Native Village of Akhiok
Animal Protectin Institute
Native Village of Tuntutuliak
Native Village of Nikolski

NMFS
Smith and Leary

UW, School of Marine Affairs
U.S. Coast Guard
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LAST NAME FIRST NAME ORGANIZATION

Frank, Sr., President Wally Angoon Community Association
Fraser Dave

Fraser Dave High Seas Catchers Co-op

Fraser Dave HSCC

Fredrickson, Sr John

Friedel Matt

Friesema, Professor H. Paul Ingtitute for Policy Research, Northwestern Univer
Fuglvog Arne Box 71

Gaines Joseph

Gambino Jill

Ganey Steve

Gauthier Greg

Gauvin John Groundfish Forum

Gauvin John Groundfish Forum, Inc.

Gay Joel Homer News/National Fisherman
Gebhardt Peter Luke

Gibson Jason

Gisiner Robert Office of Naval Research Code 341
Gloko, Sr., President Michadl Manokotak Village

Gordon David Pecific Environment and Resources Center
Gosdliner Mike Marine Mammal Commission

Grant, President Kenneth Hoonah Indian Association

Gravel Lori NMFS, Sustainable Fisheries Division
Green Anthony

Gross Shari Halibut Association of North America
Grubbs Sharon
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LAST NAME

Gudmunson
Gundersen
Haar

Hagne

Hall
Hallowed
Hand

Hanson
Hanson
Harke

Hart

Hayes

Heath
Heckman
Heifitz
Henderschedt
Henderschedt
Henrichs, President
Herminghaus
Herner

Hills

Hoard

Hoff, Sr., President
Hoffa

Hollis

Holt

Monday, March 27, 2000

FIRST NAME

Rob
Justine
Chevelle
Jeannie
Larry
Anne

J. Richard
David
Dave
Vince
Russdll
Coburn
Carolyn
Robert
Jon

John

John
Robert
Trisha
Betty Jean
Dr. Susan
Ralph
Marvin
Samantha
Blaine

Jacob

ORGANIZATION

North Pacific Fishing Inc.

Environmental Protection Agency R-10

Alaska Fisheries Science Center
Alaska Seafood Company
Pacific States Marine Fisheries

Pacific States Marine Fisheries

Fullerton College
Heckman Enterprises, Inc.

NMFS - Auke Bay Lab

Groundfish Forum
Native Village of Eyak

UAF, School of Fisheries & Science
Icicle Seafoods

Agdaagux of King Cove

NOAA-GCAK
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LAST NAME
Hope, President
Hopper, Sr., President
Hotch, President
Houlihan

Hsieh

Huddleston Ph.D
Hughes

Hunt, President
Hutchins

[lutsik, President
Jackson

Jackson, President
Jackson, Sr., President
Jacobs

Jacobs

Jarrett

Jen

Jensen, President
Jimeonaff

Jocob, President
Joe, President
Johnson

Johnson, President
Johnson, President
Jones

Jung

Monday, March 27, 2000

FIRST NAME
Gerald
George
Joe
Meghan
Diana
Cheryldee
Steven
Michael
Shannon
Wassillie
Corey
Samuel
Edgar
Jan

Jan
Robert
Mark
Carl
Jason W.
Ignati
Paul
Louise
Harold

Maryanne

Michael " Spike"

Helen

ORGANIZATION

Ketchikan Indian Association
Native Village of Tunuak
Chilkat Village

United Catcher Boats

Village of Kotlik

Native Village of Aleknagik

Organized Village of Kake

Native Village of Shaktoolik

American Seafoods

American Seafoods

Environmental Protection Agency R-10

Pedro Bay Village

Traditiona Village Oscarville
Native Village of Nightmute

Native Village of Nelson Lagoon
Portage Creek Village Council

Anchorage Daily News
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LAST NAME FIRST NAME ORGANIZATION

Kandianis Teresa Kodiak Fish Company

Kaplowe Elaine

Kasayulie, President James Traditiona Village of Platinum
Kashervarof, President  Gilbert Saint George Traditional Council
Kashevarof Andy

Katchatag, President Stanton Native Village of Unalakleet
Kate nikoff, President Robert Native Village of Ouzinkie

Kato, President Leonard Klawock Cooperative Association
Kavairlook, Sr., Presiden Frank Native Village of Koyuk
Kayouktuk, President Melvin Native Village of Diomede

Keck Michele

Keeney Sarah

Keith, President Robert Native Village of Elim

Kellogg Lorie

Kernak, President Ida Native Village of Napakiak
Kiebler Kurt

Kinnard Sean

Kisner Walt Fisherman's News

Kito, President Leilani Petersburg Indian Association
Klosewski Dr. Steve U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Kokun, President Hultman Native Vilage of Mekoryuk
Kolak Linda Kolak & Associates

Kompkoff, President Gary Native Village of Tatitlek
Kronquist Colleen

Krosbruk, Vice President Harry Native Village of Perryville
Krygier Earl ADF&G - Commercial Fishing Division
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LAST NAME FIRST NAME ORGANIZATION

Kudrin, President Rena Aleut Community of Saint Paul
Kugzruk, President Dick Native Village of Brevig

Kuzakin Simeon Native Village of Belkofski
Kvasnikoff, President Vincent Native Village of Nanwalek

Kyle Joe Pacific Associates

Landlord, Chief James Native Village of Mountain Village
Larson Dr. Doug University of CaliforniaDavis
Latham Fran

L auber Richard

Lazdins Erik

Lee David M

Lee, President Bjorne Native Village of Unga

Leelow Low Alaska Fisheries Science Center
Leighton, President Ron Organized Village of Kasaan

L ekanof Flore Aleutian/Pribilof Idands Association
Lentz David

Lester Luke

Lewis John

Lind, President Johnny Chignik Lake Village

Livingston Pat Alaska Fisheries Science Center
Logue Michael

Logusak, Sr., President  Frank Village of Togiak

Long Clifford

Lord Nancy

Loughlin Thomas NMFS National Marine Mammal Lab
Lowe Sandra Alaska Fisheries Science Center
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LAST NAME

Lowry

Luedecke
Lundgren

Lyle

Mace
MacGregor
Macinko
Macpherson
Madsen

Maraco

Marasco

Martin, President
Matsuno, President
Maxie, President
McCabe
McCabe
McCarthy
McCarty
McConnaghey
McMullen, President
Meacham
Melovidov
Melovidov
Merculief
Merculief

Merrill

Monday, March 27, 2000

FIRST NAME

Lloyd
Alison
Raymond
John
Robert
Paul

Dr. Seth
Marian
Stephanie
Gary

Dr. Richard
John

Roy
Steven
Trevor
Trevor
Brian
Heather
Bob
Eleanor
Chuck
Nekitu
Viadimir
Ricardo
Marissa

Glenn

ORGANIZATION

Alaska Dept of Fish and Game

Oregon Dept. Of Fish & Wildlife
Mundt MacGregor L.L.P.
Alaska Dept. of Fish & Game
NOAA - GCF

Aleutian Seafood Processor's Assn

NMFS Alaska Fisheries Science
Wrangell Cooperative Association
Village of Ugashik

Native Village of Napaskiak
At-Sea Processors Association

At-Sea Processors Association

APA
Alaska Fisheries Science Center
Native Village of Port Graham

Capital Consulting

Center for Marine Conservation
Center for Marine Conservation

Aleutians East Borough
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LAST NAME
Metzger

Metzger
Mezzanotte
Mitchell

Miyasato, President
Moore

Moore

Morris

Moser

Muktoyuk, Chief
Mulvaney
Natkong, Sr., President
Nelson

Nelson

Nelson

Nelson, President
Nelson, President
Nichols

Nielsen, President
Obregon

Okbaok, President
Okey

O'Leary

Olsen, President
Olshefski

Olson

Monday, March 27, 2000

FIRST NAME

Scott
Eric
Michael
Diane
Frank
Steven
Rod
Kimberly
Chris
Loretta
Molly
Charles
Richard
Art
Hazel
John
Robert
Johnathan
Donad
Randy
Sarah
Thomas
Kevin
Bosco
Debbie

Eva

ORGANIZATION

Natural Resources Library

Douglas Indian Association

West Coast Seafood Processors Association

Dames & Moore

King Idand Native Community

Hydaburg Cooperative Association

At-Sea Processor's Assn

Bristol Bay Economic Dev. Corp

Kokhanok Village
Native Village of Port Lions

South Naknek Village

Native Village of Teller
University of British Columbia
Kodiak Vesse Owners Assn.

Native Village of Hooper Bay
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LAST NAME
Olson

Olson, President
O'Shea
Osterback, President
Pace

Paddock

Paine

Pais

Pautzke

Payne

Payne

Peauson
Peauson

FIRST NAME
Eric

Arnold
Capt. Vince
David
Chris

Dean

Brent

Julia
Clarence
Janice
Mike

Tom

Tom

Pennoyer, Regional Adm Steve

Pereyra

Pereyra

Perry

Philemonoff
Phillips

Pipeling

Piscoya, President
Piscoya, President
Plesha

Poulson

Prete

Quackenbush

Monday, March 27, 2000

Wally
Wally
Daniel
Tercnty
Steven
Katherine
Ruth
Ruth

Joe

Ed

Yvonne

Kay

ORGANIZATION

BBEDC

Village of Afognak

17th U.S. Coast Guard District

Qagan Tayagungin Tribe of Sand Point Village

United Catcher Boats

North Pacific Fishery Management Council

NMES

NMES

NMES

NMFS Alaska Region
Arctic Storm Inc.

ProFish Internationa

Native Village of Council

Nome Eskimo Community

Trident Seafoods Corporation

F/V Arctic Sea
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LAST NAME FIRST NAME ORGANIZATION

Quinn Dr. Terry UAF, Juneau Cnitr for Fisheries & Ocean Science
Ragen Tim NMFS

Ramming Kristine

Randolph Tyler

Reed Glenn PSPA

Reft, President Alicia Native Village of Karluk
Richardson Ed At-Sea Processors

Roehl, President Ida Native Village of Dillingham
Rookok, President Preston Native Village of Savoonga

Roos John Pecific Seafood Processors Assn
Roth David

Rudall Ph.D Jane

Rulo Patrick

Rutkowski, Esq Robert

Salverson Sue NMFS

Samuelsen Robin

Saroyan Justin

Savo, Environmental Co  John Native Village of Naknek
Scheunamann Art Alaska Seafood Marketing Institute
Schimetka-Tesch liuhi

Scholar Sarah

Schrieber Ramona NOAA, Policy & Strategic Planning
Schutze Ryan

Scott Jamie

Searles Dave

Searles Janis Earthjustice
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LAST NAME

Searles

Selanoff, Jr., President
Shaddy

Shanigan, President
Shellikoff, President
Shiver

Shrestha

Shugak, President
Shultz

Sikes

Siniff

Slazak

Smirnow

Smith

Smith, President
Smoker

Smoker

Snigaroff, President
Soonagrook, President
Southern

Spears

Spotts

Springer

Squartsoff, President
Stafford
Stahl-Johnson

Monday, March 27, 2000

FIRST NAME
Janis
Charles
Michael
Nick
Gilda
Josh
Naresh
Senafont
Dawn
John
Don
Heather
Gennady
Thorn
James

Lauren
Mark
Gerrard
Joel
Nancy
Richard
Alan
Virginia
Graham

Kirsten

ORGANIZATION

Earthjustice Lega Defense Fund

Native Village of Chanega

Native Village of Kanatak
Native Village of Fase Pass

ASMI

Ivanoff Bay Village

University of Minnesota

North Pacific Longline Association
Native Village of Goodnews Bay
Fisheries Information Services
NOAA GCAK

Native Village of Atka

Native Village of Gambell

National Public Radio

School of Fisheries & Oc Science

Native Village of Larsen Bay
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LAST NAME
Stajduhar
Stauffer

Stepetin, President
Stephan

Stephan

Stevens, President
Stewart

Stinson

Stivers

Stone

Strump
Stuhlmacker
Stump

Styles

Suerth
Sutcliffe-Hetman
Swetzof, Jr
Szymanski
Tagart

Tanzer

Teas

Teas

Teas

Terry

Thomas, President

Thompson

Monday, March 27, 2000

FIRST NAME
Evan
Gary
Jacob
Jeff

Jeff
Minnie
Beth

Jay
Frank
Jack
Ken
James
Ken
Ronda
Stephanie
Maria
Simeon
Mike
Dr. Jack
Claudia
Terri
Howard
Howard
Joe
Edward

Grant

ORGANIZATION

Alaska Fisheries Science Center

Native Village of Akutan

United Fishermen's Marketing Association

United Fishermen's Mktg. Assn.

Skagway Village
Aleutians East Borough

Pelagic Resources

Trustees for Alaska

Ocean Law Project

Mayor, City of St. Paul
Fishing Company of Alaska
Washington Dept. of Fish & Wildlife

Bristol Environmental

NMES

Central Council of Tlingit and Haida
Alaska Fisheries Science Center

Page 20 of 23



LAST NAME

Thompson
Thomson
Thomson
Timbers, President
Tinker, President
Tinkham
Tobiassen

Tom, President
Tom, President
Tremaine

Troutt

Tunuchuk, President
Turin

Tusa

Tuttle Baldwin
Tyler

Ugrin

Ulak, President
Van Groningen
von der Heyde
Wade

Walcott, Sr., President
Walker

Walser

Walters

Ward
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FIRST NAME

Lori
Arni
Arni
Roseann
George
Stetson
Michael
Stanley
Nora
Dick
Claudia
Paul
David
Ann
Rebecca
Dr. Al
Alexander
Anthony

Nicole

ORGANIZATION

Juneau Empire

Alaska Crab Coadlition
Alaska Crab Coadlition
Village of Solomon
Native Village of Chignik

Ofc of Marine Cons, Bureau of Oceans & Int'l Env

Newtok Village

Stebbins Community Association

CBSFA

Village of Chefornak

Dutch Harbor Fisherman

EEA

UAF, School of Fisheries & Ocean Science

Native Village of Scammon Bay

Ekwok Village
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Ward

Warren
Washington, President
Watson

Weeks

Weichman
Weyanna, President
White

Wickey

Widmark, Jr., President
Williams

Williams

Williams Sr.
Williams, President
Wilson

Winn

Witherall

Withrow
Wood-Dibari
Woodruff
Wooldridge

Wright

Yeck

Y utrzenka
Zacharof

Zappaterrini, Jr
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FIRST NAME

Robert
Brad
Pius
Adrienne
Dr. Hal
Joe
James
Tom
Philipp
Lawrence
Terrie
Mike
Calvin
Joe

Bill
Richard
Dave
Jack
Karen
John
Crysta
Susan
Lyle
Grant
Jared

Lawrence

ORGANIZATION

A-Ward Charters

Pacific Fishing

Native Village of Saint Michael

Oregon Dept of Fish & Wildlife

Native Village of Mary's Igloo

Sitka Tribe of Alaska

Department of Biology, Earth and Marine Sciences

LGL Alaska Research Associates, Inc.

Village of Saxman
LGL Alaska Research Assoc.

North Pacific Fishery Management Council

Icicle Seafoods and Halibut Assn of North Americ

Unisea
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Zavadil, Co-Director Phil Tribal Government of St. Paul - Ecosystem Cons.
Zemach Heidi KMXT-FM (Alaska Fisheries Report)
ZumBrunnen Linda
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APPENDIX F

SAMPLE LETTER TO TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
National Marine Fisheries Service

222 W. 7th Avenue, #43

Anchorage, Alaska 99513-7577

December 15, 1999

Bert Adams, Sr., President
Yakutat Tlingit Tribe

PO Box 418

Yakutat, Alaska 99689

Dear Mr. Adams:

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) is currently in the early stages of
preparing a programmatic Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) for the
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands (BSAI) Groundfish Fishery Management Plan (FMP)
and the Guif of Alaska (GOA) Groundfish FMP. In this document, it is NMFS’s intent to
prepare a programmatic SEIS that defines the federal action under review as, among
other things, all activities authorized and managed under the FMPs and all amendments
thereto, and that addresses the conduct of the BSAI and GOA groundfish fisheries and
the FMPs as a whole. NMFS will present in the SEIS an overview and an assessment of
all impacts (including environmental, biological, and socio-economic) that result from
directed and incidental groundfish harvest regulations affecting amount of harvest,
distribution of harvest, time of harvest, method of harvest, distribution of harvest among
fishermen, use of harvest, and methods used to monitor harvest of fisheries. Also, NMFS
will identify and evaluate the significant changes that have occurred in the BSAI and
GOA gropundfish fisheries, including the significant effects of environmental and
management changes in the groundfish fisheries since the issuance of the original 1978
and 1981 EISs for these FMPs. NMFS will also analyze the impacts resulting from the
current management regime.

The NMFS recognizes that they have special obligations to consult and coordinate with
Tribal Governments on a Government to Government basis pursuant to Executive Order
13084. The public scoping period for the Alaska Groundfish Fisheries Programmatic
SEIS began on October 1, 1999 and will conclude on December 15, 1999. We noticed
this public scooping period in the Federal Register, in local Alaska newspapers, and on
statewide public radio. As a result of your unique tribal status, you in fact have the
opportunity to ask NMFS anytime to meet directly or indirectly to discuss our work on
this project and to provide comments. However, because of the geography of the state it
is often difficult to meet in person to discuss issues. I therefore recommend that the next
time you or another representative of your Tribal Government are traveling to
Anchorage, and if you desire to meet individually with NMFS, we would be pleased to
arrange a meeting. If you and representative of other coastal Tribal Governments want to
meet together with NMFS, that also could be arranged.




We look forward to working with you through the completion of this project and beyond.
I can be reached by mail at the above address, or by telephone at 907- 271-3523.

Sincerely,

P E L —

Steven K. Davis

Regional NEPA Coordinator
NMFS, Alaska Region
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APPENDIX G
Minutes of M eeting Regar ding Scope of Programmatic SEIS

The meeting was held in the NMFS Regional Administrator’ s conference room, Federa Building,
Juneau, Alaska on January 7, 2000. The meeting convened at approximately 10:35 am.
Attendees included:

Ron Berg, NMFS

Tamra Faris, NMFS

Steven Davis, NMFS

Steve Copps, NMFS (participated by phone)
Blaine Hollis, NOAA General Counsd

Janis Searles, Earthjustice

Ken Stump, Earthjustice consultant

The Earthjustice representatives began by making clear that their purpose in attending the meeting
was to provide further comments on scoping issues and to learn more about NMFS s intentions,
but that nothing said at the meeting should be considered binding on Earthjustice, Greenpeace, or
the other plaintiffsin the Greenpeace v. NMFS litigation. They also stressed that they would like
to see NMFS take a“holistic” approach to the fisheries, and that NMFS should collect and
analyze pertinent information “in one place.”

The Earthjustice representatives stated that one of the critical shortcomings of the 1998 SEIS,
from their perspective, wasits failure to address issues “ecologically.” They said that food web
impacts and cascading effects on the food web were given insufficient emphasis, and that the
programmatic SEIS needs to address these issues in an “integrated” fashion. A NMFS
representative stated that NMFS could probably provide more information on trophic interactions,
to which Earthjustice responded that information alone is not enough, and that the information
needs to be integrated into the SEIS s analysis.

The Earthjustice representatives repeatedly stressed that the fisheries affect the marine ecosystem,
and that NMFS should not think in terms of a single-species management model. They said that
any fisheries management plan must take such things as spatial and temporal dispersion into
account, and that ecosystem effects must be part of the SEIS' s analysis of environmental impacts.

The NMFS representatives noted that there is agreat deal of uncertainty regarding these sorts of
ecological interactions. Earthjustice responded that uncertainty should lead to greater caution,
and that the programmatic SEIS should include alternatives that deal with uncertainty in a more
precautionary way. Earthjustice stated that they would like to see less emphasis on the fisheries
as aresource, and more emphasis on the ecosystem.

With regard to the scope and format of the programmeatic SEIS, the Earthjustice representatives
stated that the SEIS must consider arange of alternative fisheries management plans (FMPs),
ranging from lesser to greater risk from an ecosystem perspective. The NMFS representatives



asked how these aternative FMPs should be structured, to which Earthjustice responded that
their written comments provided a number of alternative approaches, but that they had no
concrete suggestions for structuring of aternative FMPs at this time.

The Earthjustice representatives stated that NMFS has a legal obligation to manage the fisheries
in an ecosystem-based way, and stressed their view that al aternatives should embody an
ecosystem-based management approach. They mentioned marine protected areas (closed to all
fishing) and methods to Slow down the race for fish and deal with overcapacity and improvements
in technology as among the types of measures that should be included in the alternatives. They
stressed, however, that these are not the primary or only types of measures that should be
considered, and referred to their written comments.
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APPENDIX H
SUMMARY OF VERBAL COMMENTS

GOVERNMENTAL SCOPING MEETINGS

ID Commentor Comment
N1 North Pacific Fishery | NMFS must do al it can to ensure that the public has opportunity to interface
Management Council | with the agency during the preparation of the DSEIS. Specifically, the Council
(NPFMC) supports NMFS intent to provide a scoping report that summarizes the
comments received and NMFS's decisions as to how it intends to accomplish
itstask. Details on aternatives and issues to be analyzed as well asawork plan
will assist the public in better understanding the scope of the SEIS.

N2 NPFMC NMFS should consider aformal public comment period on the scoping report.

N3 NPFMC Does NMFSredlly believe setting TAC at zero is areasonable aternative? The
likelihood of the Council taking this action (or conversely setting TACs at each
species OFL) is not reasonable or arealistic scenario. Only reasonable
alternatives should be studied in the SEIS.

N4 NPFMC NMFS consider redefining the Status Quo-No Action aternative as meaning, “a
no federal management scenario.”

N5 NPFMC The Council adopted a motion to recommend that the SEIS include a synthesis
chapter that incorporates knowledge tried by the Council over the past two
decades and compares the Council’ s harvest strategy or rate with those of other
councils.

N6 NPFMC That the SEIS attempt to characterize the current management regime and its
evolution to alow a comparison between the Alaska Groundfish FMPs and
other management regimes in the country.

N7 NPFMC NMFS consider providing the Council with an opportunity to review and
comment on the Preliminary Draft SEIS.

E1l Environmental The programmatic SEI'S needs to discuss impacts to the ecosystem and

Protection Agency sensitive species.
(EPA)

E2 EPA The 1998 Final SEIS did not discussimpacts of the BSAI and GOA FMPson
native' s subsistence needs and the programmatic SEIS needs to include this
discussion.

E3 EPA The SEIS process followed in 1997-1998 limited the public’s ability to access
complete information and comment on key elements of the proposed
alternatives. EPA encourages NMFS to consider extending the proposed work
schedule to more fully accommodeate time necessary for both analysis and
public involvement.

E4 EPA NMFS needs to consult with tribal governments to satisfy Executive Order
13084, Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal Governments.

JUNEAU SCOPING MEETING
ID Commentor Comment

J1 Ms. Heather McCarty | Concerns about when SEIS schedule will be set and by whom.

J2 Mr. Glenn Merrill Describe the ecosystem prior to MSFCMA fisheries when ng cumulative
effects.

J3 Mr. Glenn Merrill Identify changes in environment that may be caused by changesin climate or
other cyclical events versus changes that are attributable to fisheries.

A Mr. Glenn Merrill Look at historical effects of management measures on affected fishing

communities.

lof 9




APPENDIX H (Cont.)
SUMMARY OF VERBAL COMMENTS

ANCHORAGE SCOPING MEETING

ID Commentor Comment

Al Ms.Niaz Dorry The scope of the scoping processistoo narrow.

A2 Ms.Niaz Dorry Concern that NMFS has already determined alternatives to be considered in the
SEIS.

A3 Ms.Niaz Dorry Concern over emphasis on compliance with Magnuson-Stevens Act goals and
objectives versus compliance with NEPA.

A4 Ms.Niaz Dorry Request to increase the 45-day comment period for the Draft SEISto a
minimum of 90 days.

A5 Ms.Niaz Dorry Purpose of the SEIS should be to address the environmental changes aswell as
those anticipated for each alternative.

A6 Ms.Niaz Dorry When will the public have the chance to review alternatives finalized by
NMFS?

A7 Mr. Dick Tremaine | Doubt about whether it is possible to write the SEI'S under the time and
monetary constraints that are imposed on the process.

A8 Ms. Francine Document composition, capacity, and size of fleets during different time

Bennis periods (5, 10, 15, 20 years ago).
A9 Ms. Francine Document technological advances (vessels, gear) that have increased capacity
Bennis to find and catch fish.

A10 Ms.Niaz Dorry Subalternatives presented do not address environmental changes that have taken
place.

Al11 Ms.Niaz Dorry Scope in Federal Register seems inappropriate—main question is not how
successfully FMP goal's and objectives have been met, but what are the effects
on the environment and how can they be minimized?

A12 Mr. Steve Ganey Examine the effect of bottom trawling on benthic habitats.

A13 Mr. Steve Ganey Evaluate the effect of temporal and spatial management of fisheries upon
marine mammeals and seabirds.

Al4 Mr. Steve Ganey Evaluate the effect of localized depletion of atarget speciesin terms of the
population as awhole.

A15 Mr. Steve Ganey Evaluate the effect of serial depletion of groundfish stocks over time.

A16 Mr. Steve Ganey Are concepts of OY and MSY till appropriate as abasis for fishery
management? The OY and MSY set in 1978 and 1981 haven't ever been
reeval uated.

Al17 Mr. Steve Ganey How do you factor uncertainty into the decision-making process in terms of
minimizing adverse environmental effects?

A18 Mr. Steve Ganey Integrate the discussion of cumulative effects and the historical review of
fisheries effects throughout the SEIS.

A19 Mr. Steve Ganey Each aternative and analysis of fisheries' effects should incorporate four
themes (who, what, when, and where harvest occurs) so dternatives can be
compared to one another.

A20 Mr. Steve Ganey Identify issues or concerns first and use them to develop alternatives and
examine how fisheries under different scenarios would affect the environment.

A21 Mr. Steve Ganey Examine effects of fishing on other species within the ecosystem—marine

mammals, sea birds.
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APPENDIX H (Cont.)
SUMMARY OF VERBAL COMMENTS

ANCHORAGE SCOPING MEETING (Cont.)

ID Commentor Comment

A22 Mr. Dick Tremaine | Management measures may influence changes in stocks or environment, but
may not be dominant cause. Natural fluctuation and ecosystem variation can
not be fully understood at thistime.

A23 Mr. Dick Tremaine | It may beimpossible to assess effects of fishing and management techniques on
the environment given the lack of understanding of ecosystem interactions.

A24 Mr. Dick Tremaine | Compare climate changes over the past 20 yearsin the Bering Sea, Eastern
Bering Sea, the Aleutians and the Gulf to what has occurred in other
comparable parts of the world. Use correlations between environmental and
climatic changes in these areas to evaluate the effects of different management
regimes.

A25 Mr. Dick Tremaine | Look at impacts with and without CDQs under allocation of groundfish
resources.

A26 Mr. Dick Tremaine | Evaluate effectiveness of temporal/spatial restrictions versustime and area
closures.

A27 Mr. Dick Tremaine | Evaluate use of adaptive measures and technol ogies such as refuges, control
areas, areas where regulations are modified and designed to assess localized
impact of specific fisheries and impacts on the environment. Record results of
management for future reevaluation of management strategies.

A28 Mr. Vince Curry Compare the adequacy of efforts of the North Pacific Council and NMFSto
assess the current health of Alaska s groundfish resources and control the
harvest versus management programs used in other areas of the world.

A29 Mr. Vince Curry Compare expectation rates of the North Pacific dominant stocks relative to
other areas of the world for sustainability of harvest.

KODIAK SCOPING MEETING
ID Commentor Comment

K1 Mr. Kevin O'Leary | How useful will this SEIS be?

K2 Mr. Kevin O'Leary | Will the SEIS be a policy-setting document?

K3 Mr. Kevin O'Leary | Take abroader look at fisheries management; Examine ecosystem-based
management (as opposed to single species management) as an alternative.

K4 Mr. Bill Wilson Discuss whether ecosystem-based management isfeasible since it isvery
complex and is not fully understood—Ilook at harvest level allocations, time
areaclosures, and gear.

K5 Mr. Bill Wilson Isthe council process becoming too cumbersome as more and more complex
issues need to be decided? I's the process fast enough to respond to issues? Isit
cost-effective?

K6 Mr. Bill Wilson Will the council’ s process continue to be responsive to the needs of future
management issuesin light of new technology and advancesin fleet fishing
capabilities?

K7 Ms. Blackburn Would like to see the history of the stocks (not TAC or management). | dentify
which stocks seem to move together and have the same responses at the same
time.

K8 Ms. Blackburn Include data on oceanography and changes within the last 40 years.
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APPENDIX H (Cont.)
SUMMARY OF VERBAL COMMENTS

KODIAK SCOPING MEETING (Cont.)

ID Commentor Comment

K9 Ms. Blackburn Franz Meuter’ s thesis might provide away to put SEIS together—Ilook at all
species, look at all the oceanographic and environmental indicators and see
which ones match the changes.

K10 Ms. Blackburn Alaska gyre seems to have more impact on recruitment than some of the larger
scale indicators like the Aleutian Low.

K11 Ms. Blackburn Examine sea lions versus phytoplankton abundance and dispersion—Phil
Mundy has done some work (EVOS).

K12 Ms. Blackburn Look at indexes being used (of environmental change).

K13 Ms. Blackburn Ecosystem-based management is impossi ble because we don't understand
changes in the environment. The fishery is changing even now—Dover Sole
aren’t found anymore. Oceanographic data is important and looking at
correlations.

K14 Ms. Blackburn Look at Franz Meuter’ swork on how fish respond to up-wellings and down-
wellings and what kinds of oceanographic conditions make up-wellings and
down-wellings.

K15 Ms. Blackburn Look at Prince William Sound Sea Project.

K16 Ms. Blackburn Need to sow fishery down—use of co-ops or |FQs—both give people away to
buy themselves out or sell themselves out to help get fishery back to normal.

K17 Ms. Blackburn Evaluate the impact of pink salmon hatchery fish on the ecosystem and
groundfish/marine mammals.

K18 Mr. Stinson Look at interplay between some of the state-managed fisheries and the federal
fisheries.

K19 Mr. Stinson A large volume of forage fish correlates to marine mammals in the bay—need
to start doing some work with ichthyoplankton and have lead time to determine
relative survivalship and abundance of these juvenile fishes and correlate that in
with meteorological work and oceanographic conditions—then we can start to
build the system from there.

K20 Mr. Stinson Need the ability to test the effectiveness of any management plan (i.e., adaptive
management).

K21 Mr. Stinson Look at social (socioeconomic) implications—native cultural situations and
socidl structure of communities.

K22 Ms. Blackburn Thereisno such thing asa“pristing’ environment—the ecosystem is always
changing.

K23 Mr. Stinson Concern about using the term “overfishing” when the term “low abundance’
should be used.

K24 Ms. Blackburn Conflict between goals of ecosystem being productive versus being diverse.
People seem to like diversity.

K25 Ms. Blackburn Look at timing of when to catch species.

K26 Mr. Stinson Look at best economic use of the product.
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APPENDIX H (Cont.)
SUMMARY OF VERBAL COMMENTS

SEATTLE SCOPING MEETING

ID Commentor Comment

S1 Mr. Ken Stump Don't need a specified proposed action to prepare an EIS.

S2 Mr. Ken Stump Thisisthefirst timein 20 years for any kind of explicit review in an EIS,

S3 Mr. Ken Stump ElS should not focus on whether NMFS has achieved the goals and objectives
of the Magnuson-Stevens Act.

Mr. Ken Stump The approach suggested in the scoping notice would arbitrarily restrict the
scope of the EIS and would misread the requirements of NEPA.

Mr. Ken Stump NEPA isthe first standard NMFS should evaluate its management program
againgt.

Mr. Ken Stump Scoping should identify issues as well as areasonable set of programmatic
management alternatives that sharply define critical issues.

S7 Mr. Ken Stump Concern that NMFS may have predetermined the scope of issues and
alternatives to be addressed.

S8 Mr. Ken Stump The adequacy of the SEIS will depend on the willingness of NMFSto treat this
project with the serious attention that it requires—committing adequate time,
staffing and other resources to the preparation of the SEIS.

9 Mr. Dave Fraser The Magnuson-Stevens Act gives focus to the NEPA exercise in going through
this SEIS.

S10 Mr. Ed Richardson | Thereisabigrisk to the fishery if the SEIS doesn’t meet the legal requirements
and NMFS has a very short timeframe to work with.

S11 Mr. Ken Stump EIS must be programmatic, must treat the fisheries and conservation programs
inthe FMPsin their entirety.

S12 Mr. Ken Stump EIS must address how fisheries affect the environment and what aternative
management measures may be adopted to avoid or minimize adverse effects.

S13 Mr. Ken Stump In addition to evaluating compliance with federal laws, the management
programs should be evaluated against the problems and issues that have been
identified in the history of the FMP amendment itself. Otherwise, it's going to
be impossible to determine how effective management actions have beenin
addressing problems generated by the fisheries.

S14 Mr. Ken Stump EIS must not only look at how much fishing is allowed under FMP regulations,
but when, where, by whom, and how fishing occurs.

S15 Mr. Ken Stump Some agree that NMFS's proposed six broad headings represent major aspects
of the fisheries and the principal means by which the FM Ps influence the
environment. However, minor aspects of the fisheries may be cumulative
significant impacts. Suggest adding a seventh heading—cumul ative effects.

S16 Mr. Ken Stump EI'S should evaluate impacts according to major issue areas identified during
the scoping process and in the history of the FMP amendments.

S17 Mr. Ken Stump El'S should include ecosystem-based management, scientific uncertainty and

risk assessment (including type one and type two errors) issues regarding
optimum yield, MSY, MSFP definitions, prohibitive species catch and by-catch
regulations, temporal spatial impact of fishing including localized and seria
depletions of target species, effects on non-FMP species other than mammals
and birds, assemblies of fisheries, gear impact assessments, essential fish
habitat, HAPC, marine protected areas, technological changesin fleets, over
capacity and preemptions and ZERBER program.
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S18 Mr. Ken Stump Cumulative effects should include synergistic impact on food webs, impacts on
habitats, on other non-commercia species, on community structures, and on
species composition over time.

S19 Mr. Ken Stump NMFS should review the history of the FMP amendments for further insights
into the major problems and issues that have been identified over the past 20
years.

S20 Mr. Ken Stump The SEIS must assess the cumulative impacts of management actions as
represented in the 60-plus FM P amendments to the respective FM Ps.

S21 Mr. Ken Stump To what extent does the “ adaptive management approach” respond to problems
in atimely effective fashion?

S22 Mr. Ken Stump To what extent are management decisions truly science based versus allocative
or motivated by society’s policy?

S23 Mr. Ken Stump To what extent have successful FM P amendments created new problemsin the
process of directly identifying ones?

S24 Mr. Ken Stump To what extent do the amendments reflect a precautionary approach?

S25 Mr. Ken Stump To what extent are the amendments reactions to crises rather than means of
avoiding them?

S26 Mr. Ken Stump To what extent do the amendments reflect an ecosystem approach?

S27 Mr. Ken Stump Alternatives must clearly define issues and provide a clear basis for choice
among the alternatives.

S28 Mr. Ken Stump The SEIS must explicitly address the uncertainty and levels of risk associated
with management regulations and the consequences for attempts to evaluate
and address the impacts of the FM P program.

S29 Mr. Ken Stump The SEIS must evaluate the effectiveness of the existing regulations to monitor
the catch, ensure compliance with regulations and inform the management
process.

S30 Mr. Ken Stump SEIS should provide a thorough evaluation of the groundfish fishery program
including the strengths and weaknesses of the program, the degree of observer
coverage provided by the existing program, the funding mechanisms as well as
the reliability of the data, its use in the management process and the alternatives
that would improve the quality of that data and the effectiveness of the
program.

S31 Mr. John In reviewing the preliminary alternatives, there is concern that the approach is

Henderschedt inconsistent within the alternatives—some are very narrow and others are very
open-ended.
S32 Mr. John The aternatives as awhole are far too weighted toward additional restrictions
Henderschedt of fisheries.

S33 Mr. John The set of adternativesistoo much of a status quo with additional restrictions
Henderschedt added on without looking at a more balanced view.

S34 Mr. John Thisisagood time for the Council to go back and look at how effective certain
Henderschedt closures have been.

S35 Mr. John The alternatives seem to pose solutions without any analysis that points out
Henderschedt what the problem is.
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S36

Mr. Wally Pereyra

Solutions to problems in the past have focused on immediate actions—too
narrow in focus. Need to have the foresight to be able to step back and really
look at how we might be able to correct along-term problem. For example, sea
lions may have never been an issueif co-ops, individuals, quotas, or some sort
of agender management system had been established.

S37

Mr. Wally Pereyra

What sort of effect might be anticipated on the by-catch issue, the prohibited
speciesissues, or the endangered speciesissuesif you had had afishery that
was organized in a different manner, if the Council had decided it was going to
start out and do it right rather than allow it to evolve in a manner that created a
number of the problems.

S38

Mr. Wally Pereyra

The fisheries seem to evolve in aburst and plateau manner—we seem to bein
an evolutionary environment.

S39

Mr. Wally Pereyra

Co-ops seem to be successful in the offshore pollock fishery and other fisheries
have expressed strong interest in organizing themselves in that kind of manner.

$40

Mr. Wally Pereyra

It isimportant to have the latest set of datain the SEI'S so the document will
reflect where the fisheries are going.

$A1

Mr. Dave Fraser

One recommendation should be to resurrect the process to deal with
comprehensive rationalization and deal explicitly with the race for fish.

$A42

Mr. Dave Fraser

The cumulative impacts of Council actions have al been positive. It isthe
impacts of Council inactions that have been negative, such as the failure to deal
with the race for fish.

43

Mr. Dave Fraser

Alternatives should not be too specific (such as extend the cape edge of the
pinnacles from four square miles to ten square miles).

Mr. Dave Fraser

With respect to what is harvested, having a subalternative set to zero is not
counterbalanced by increasing the TACs to the sum of the ABCs. Setting
TACs at zero is unreasonabl e because the Magnuson standards discuss
maximizing benefits of the nation and economic components of those
principles.

$45

Mr. Dave Fraser

If you have aternativesin here like setting the harvest to zero, what degree of
analysisisto be expended looking at potentially catastrophic impacts of the
human environment of overly cautious management?

$46

Mr. Wally Pereyra

If you decide that setting harvest to zero is unreasonable, it short-circuits the
whole SEIS process—it should be an outcome of the SEIS.

A7

Mr. Wally Pereyra

Include all alternatives, even if they seem unreasonable, and et the process
show what is reasonable and what is not. In the past there has been an
incomplete set of alternatives.

$48

Mr. Ed Richardson

In the past, there was not a good cumulative impact analysis of the management
actionsin the Bering Sea environment.

$49

Mr. Ed Richardson

Many of the alternatives, except status quo, seem like legal requirements that
are constructed.

S50

Mr. Ed Richardson

The document does not need to make recommendations. If it provides agood
fedl for the cumulative impacts of the action on the environment, the public, the
Council members and the industry can read it and make their own
recommendations.
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S51 Mr. Dave Fraser It isdifficult to sharply defineissues when “status quo” isthe sum of at least 60
separate actions. The problem statement here is that the judge wants a
programmatic review of the fishery.

S52 Mr. Ken Stump Single-species management does not address alot of the environmental
concerns.

S53 Mr. Wally Pereyra | Single-species management is not the management approach in the Bering Sea.
Quotas, closed areas and so forth show a consideration for impacts on other
species, not just asingle species.

S54 Ms. Rebecca The overlying goal of government isto maximize socia well-being, not just

Baldwin from commercia fisheries, but from all the resources that society values.
S55 Ms. Rebecca How do you model uncertainty in terms of what is happening with climate and
Baldwin the impacts of ocean temperature?
S56 Ms. Rebecca SEIS needs to contain a decision-making analysis that evaluates whether the
Baldwin path that the Council istaking is one that increases or decreasestherisk in
terms of managing toward the overriding goa of society.

S57 Mr. Ken Stump There was recognition that a quota-based approach by itself was inadeguate, but
the controls put in place over time have been in a piecemeal fashion and not a
systematic fashion. One alternative could examine a more systematic approach.

S58 Mr. John The whole system of maximum retainable by-catch of various speciesto try to

Henderschedt reduce the need for discards and put some reasonable tempo on the harvest of
different species and multi-species fisheries is another example of multi-
species management.

S59 Mr. Dave Fraser Ecosystem management is a nebulous concept until you put it in some sort of
reference context. How does the cumulative impact of how fisheries are
managed in the North Pacific compare with the evolution of ecosystem
management anywhere else on the planet in marine fisheries?

S60 Mr. Ken Stump How will the alternatives sharply define al of the contradictions and
contradictory objectivesin the Magnuson-Stevens Act and contradictions
between the act and the Endangered Species Act? A fundamental challenge of
fishery management is balancing the need to promote fishing with the need to
protect ecosystems.

S61 Mr. Paul Clarke Under allocation, look at what has changed in terms of the fleet, in terms of
capacity, the types of vessels, dominant gear types and the various impacts
those have.

S62 Mr. Wally Pereyra | SEIS needsto go back to the 50s, or even earlier, when the foreign fleets were
there and ask: What was the environment like then, what ensued, what do we
have today, how does it relate to what was there?

OTHER SCOPING MEETINGS
ID Commentor Comment

01 Earthjustice Addressing fisheries issues from an ecologica standpoint, emphasizing food
web interactions and impacts in an integrated fashion.

02 Earthjustice FMPs should take spatial and temporal dispersion into account and should not

be written from a single species management model. SEIS should include
ecosystem effectsin its analysis of environmental impacts.
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ID Commentor Comment

03 Earthjustice Uncertainty regarding ecological interactions should result in increased
conservatism - SEIS should include alternatives that deal with uncertainty in a
more precautionary way.

04 Earthjustice SEIS should consider arange of aternative FMPs, ranging from lesser to
greater risk from an ecological perspective.

05 Earthjustice SEIS aternatives should include marine protected areas.

06 Earthjustice SEIS aternatives should include methods to slow down the race for fish.

o7 Earthjustice SEIS aternatives should include ways to deal with overcapacity and

improvements in technology.
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APPENDIX |
SUMMARY OF WRITTEN COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING SCOPING
NMFSALASKA GROUNDFISH FISHERIES SEIS

Summary of comments received on the Programmatic Suppl ement al

Envi r onnent al

Fi sheri es off Al aska.

SUPPORT with comment/ concerns:

Unl ess ot herw se not ed,

Undat ed generic post cards directed to Lori G avel, F/ AKR2,
stating (in summary) the foll ow ng:

10.

11.

Keeping old plan wll not work;

proposed scope of SEIS is too narrow,

does not account for changes;

risk of losing |ong term biological, econom c and cul tural
integrity;

scope of SEI'S nust be to analyze entire range of
environmental inpacts of the fisheries on the ecosystem

i ncluding the inpact to coastal community residents and

i feways; and

need to determne true inpacts of groundfish fishery on

Bering Sea and GOA communities before devel opi ng any further

managenent pl ans

Vi nce Harke

M chael J. & Diane K. Frank
Fran Lat ham

Jason W Jineonaff (sp?)
Timot hy (no | ast nane)
Marc (no | ast nane)
Chevel | e Haar

Kelly (no | ast name)
Jade (no | ast name)
Tiana (no | ast nane)

Derrick (no |ast nane)

| npact Statenent Scoping Process for the G oundfish

the foll owm ng cooments are in the form of



12. Connie (no |last nane)

13. Jared Zachar of

14. Sean (no | ast nane)

15. Sera (no | ast nane)

16. Nanme unreadable (no | ast nane)
17. Johnathan (no | ast nane)

18. - 92. Unsigned, undated, no return address, generic postcards
fromthe Pribiloffs

93. Steve Wtsoe

94. Ryan Schut ze

95. Scott Metzger

96. FEric Metzger

97. Heather Slazak

98. Sierra Drake

99. Tercnty Phil enonof f

100. M adi mr Melovidov
Request we | ook at what happened with the Pribilof Crab
fishery and be sure it doesn’t happen to other species

101. Nekitu Mel ovi dov
The 2000 opilio crab season and its inpact on this
community shoul d be evi dence enough

102. Janes Bash

Novenber 30, 1999

Recei ved 11-30-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12- 06- 99:
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabords
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity

2



103.

104.

105.

195.

protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es that domnate the fisheries

Meghan Houl i han

Novenber 30, 1999

Recei ved 11-30-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12- 06- 99:
consi der inpacts of fisheries on marine life; Steller
sea lions
mari ne ecosystem as a whol e nust take precedence over
devel opnent of single-species fisheries

Evan St aj duhar

Novenber 30, 1999

Recei ved 11-30-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-06-99:

: Shoul d take into consideration the food and habit at
needs of marine manmal s and seabi rds;
i ncl ude options for cutting back on and avoiding | arge
bycatch and waste that is characteristic of North
Pacific fisheries
t ake steps to reduce excessive fishing capacity
safeguard fishing comunities fromconpetition for
| ar ge conpani es that dom nate the fisheries

- 193 Unsigned, undated, no return address, generic post
cards fromthe Anchorage, Al aska area

Ri chard W nn

Decenber 1, 1999

Recei ved 12-01-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12- 06- 99
consider howit will influence the oceans and fisheries
in all regions of our country
| ook in detain at conpanies and ownership of those
fl eets; note presence or absence of |ocal and snal
fishernmen; are we attenpting to secure fishing rights
for local/small fishernmen or for international
corporations; excessive fishing practices by large
corporations will deplete and destroy fishing grounds;
provide for local communities and curtail excessive
depletion by |arge corporate fleets
| ook closely at bycatch produced fromcurrent fishing
met hods; waste is costly, has dramatic effects on ot her
Iife dependent upon natural resource for food;
determ ne effect of depletion of other marine life

3



195.

196.

197.

198.

199.

associated with current fishing practices
build this inpact study on the oceans as a whole
ecosystem and not one of two species

Lori e Kell ogg
Novenber 30, 1999
Recei ved 12-01-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-06-99
comment - no comment entered

Kurt Kiebler
Novenber 30, 1999
Recei ved 12-01-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-06-99
comment - no comment entered

M chael Tobi assen

Novenber 30, 1999

Recei ved 12-01-99

Directed to Lori Gravel

Response 12-06-99
like no animal to be harmed; would like to see seals in
the future

Loui se Johnson

Decenber 1, 1999

Recei ved 12-01-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12- 06- 99
strictly nmonitor comrercial fishing to contro
overfishing
excessive fishing harnful to reproductive process of
seaf ood speci es
nmore restrictions on fishing and regul ated bycatch

Jason G bson

Decenber 1, 1999

Recei ved 12-01-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12- 06- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng bycatch and
wast e
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition fromthe
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200.

201.

202.

203.

204.

maj or conpani es

Jill Ganbi no

Decenber 1, 1999

Recei ved 12-01-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12- 06- 99
take entire ecosysteminto account
consider the food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect communities fromthe conpetition fromthe major
conpani es

Panel a Ward

Decenber 2, 1999

Recei ved 12-02-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-06-99

: measures to ensure that the marine environnent gets the
protection it deserves in it’'s entirety
opposed to factory-type fishing and their bycatch
take into account the inpact of such practices on the
mari ne manmmal s on their environnent

Steve Barry
Decenber 1, 1999
Recei ved 12-02-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-06-99

no conment entered

Brad Bryan
Decenber 2, 1999
Recei ved 12-02-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-06-99
ecol ogy before econony

Andr ea Fox

Decenber 3, 1999

Recei ved 12-03-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-06-99
shoul d consider the |ives and habitat and the effect on
t he crabs and seal i ons
shoul d i ncl ude avoi di ng nmassi ve bycatch and waste
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205.

206.

207.

208.

2009.

shoul d reduce fishing capacity

Lawr ence Zappaterrini, Jr.

Decenber 5, 1999

Recei ved 12-06-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-06-99
ensure habitat requirenments for indigenous marine
manmal s and seabirds are sufficiently sustained
avoi d massi ve bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity

Tracy Christensen

Decenber 5, 1999

Recei ved 12-06-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12- 06- 99
take into consideration food and habitat requirenents
of endangered species
i ncl ude options to reduce and avoid massive bycatch and
wast e
i ncl ude neasures to reduce excessive fishing
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Jacob Hol t

Decenber 5, 1999

Recei ved 12-05-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12- 06- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine life
and seabirds
reduce bycatch and waste
reduce amount of fishing allowed in areas where ani nal
popul ation is high

Paul Foster, Jr.

Decenber 5, 1999

Recei ved 12-05-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12- 06- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and sea birds
options for avoiding and reduci ng excessive bycatch and
wast e
protect fishing comunities fromlarge corporations
reduce excessive fishing capacity

Al exander Ugrin
Decenber 5, 1999



210.

225.

226.

2217.

Recei ved 12-05-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-06-99

comrent of no comrent sent

- 224. Unsigned, undated, no return address, generic post
cards fromthe Anchorage, Al aska area

Tri sha Her m nghaus

Novenber 30, 1999

Recei ved 12-06-99

Directed to NVFS

Response 12- 09- 99
| ook at how current groundfish fisheries affect the
ecosystem |ocal communities, and way of life in those
communi ties
know the effects of the anobunt of bycatch of all narine
speci es both econom ¢ and non-econom ¢
know the long-termeffect on the whol e ecosystem of the
practice of allow ng bycatch
know t he nmechani smfor taking into account the degree
of uncertainty in what is known about these ecosystens
at this tine
consider the increased inpact that nore efficient boats
have on the ecosystem as a whol e

Dani el Perry

Novenber 30, 1999

Recei ved 12-07-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12- 09- 99
how current fisheries inpact marine ecosystem and our
communi ties
our alternatives to current managenent and how t hey
affect the environnment, fisheries, and communities
what we know and don’t know about the environnent al
effects of these fisheries currently
how Exxon Val dez oil spill inpacted these fisheries and
associ ated habitats; what we should do to conpensate
for such ecol ogical disaster
environnental effects of bycatch
habi tat destruction
conbi ned effect on ecosystem
accountability for lack of scientific information

Eri k Lazdi ns

Decenber 7, 1999

Recei ved 12-07-99
Directed to Lori Gravel



228.

229.

230.

231.

232.

Response 12- 09- 99

consi der food and habitat requirenents of

mamral s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for
bycat ch and waste

t ake nmeasures to reduce excessive fishing
protect fishing communities fromconpetiti

conpani es

Phili pp W ckey

Undat ed

Recei ved 12-06-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99
Ceneric post card -

M chel e Keck

Undat ed

Recei ved 12-06-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99

: Ceneric post card -

Andy Kashevar of

Undat ed

Recei ved 12-06-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99
Ceneric post card -

Mol |y Mul vaney
Undat ed
Recei ved 12-13-99
Undi rect ed
Response
Ceneric post card -

David Turin

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09-99

reduci ng and avoi di ng

see

see

see

see

above

above

above

above

consi der food and habitat requirenents of

mamral s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for
bycat ch and waste

t ake nmeasures to reduce excessive fishing
protect fishing communities fromconpetiti

conpani es

reduci ng and avoi di ng

mari ne
massi ve

capacity
on from maj or

mari ne
massi ve

capacity
on from maj or



233.

234.

235.

236.

237.

John Beaudry

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-09-99
ensure we do not destroy other segnents of the
ecosystemlike the Stellar sea lion

Dave Searl es

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12- 09- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es
establish an Al aska Marine Sanctuary preservation area
fromcomercial exploitation

Kristine Ranm ng

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99
maintain certain | evels of fish
protect marine mammal s and seabi rds

Josh Shi ver
Decenber 8, 1999
Recei ved 12-08-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09-99
save earth from destruction

Joseph Gai nes

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12- 09- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
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238.

239.

240.

241.

242.

protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Maria Sutcliffe-Hetman

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99
fish industry take responsibility for actions
fish industry should not be allowed to manipul ate the
government and its |laws and regul ati ons

Robert Rut kowski, Esq.

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12- 09- 99
consi der food and habitat requirements for marine
manmal s and sea birds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Pet er Luke Gebhardt

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Joe Wei chman
Decenber 8, 1999
Recei ved 12-08-99
Directed to Lori Gavel
Response 12-09-99
protect all things concerning the environnment

Tom White

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99
Directed to Lori Gravel
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243.

244.

245.

246.

246.

Response 12- 09- 99

consi der food and habit at

mammal s and seabi rds

i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng

bycatch and waste

t ake nmeasures to reduce excessive fishing
protect fishing communities fromconpetiti

conpani es

Joe Wi chman
Decenber 8, 1999
Recei ved 12-08-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09-99

prot ect environnent

St even Moore
Decenber 8, 1999
Recei ved 12-08-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09-99
protect marine mamal s
puni sh | aw br eakers

Jam e Scott

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09- 99

consider inpact that traw fishing has on

mammal s and seabi rds

i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng

bycatch and waste

t ake nmeasures to reduce excessive fishing

Laura Callier

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09- 99

consi der food and habit at

mammal s and seabi rds

i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng

bycatch and waste

t ake nmeasures to reduce excessive fishing
protect fishing communities fromconpetiti

conpani es

Jenni f er Ber nardo

11
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mari ne
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on from maj or
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mari ne
massi ve
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247.

248.

249.

250.

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12- 09- 99
standard fishing guideline
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Steven Phillips

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99

: avoi d overfishing of any single species
consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Anna Walters

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-09-99
account for the affect of decreased single popul ations
have on an ecosystem
avoi d overfishing of any single species

Joshua Berkow t z

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12- 09- 99
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Justin Saroyan
Decenber 8, 1999
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Recei ved 12-08-99
Directed to Lori Gavel
Response 12-09-99
protect fisheries fromoverfishing

251. Patrick Rulo

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
mamral s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste

252. Frank Stivers
Decenber 8, 1999
Recei ved 12-08-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09-99
listen to Greenpeace - becone a nenber

253. M chael Shaddy

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99
find a bal ance between what resources nature needs to
stay heal t hy
control bycatch

254. Julia Pais

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-09-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

255. Adri enne Wat son
Decenber 8, 1999
Recei ved 12-08-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09-99
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256.

257.

258.

259.

stop overfishing

consi der global inplications of not protecting our

oceans

Ri chard Spotts

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of
manmmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reduci ng and avoi di ng
bycatch and waste
t ake nmeasures to reduce excessive fishing
protect fishing communities fromconpetiti
conpani es

Jane Rudal | Ph. D

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12- 09- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng
bycatch and waste
t ake nmeasures to reduce excessive fishing
protect fishing communities fromconpetiti
conpani es

David Roth

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12- 09- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng
bycatch and waste
t ake nmeasures to reduce excessive fishing
protect fishing communities fromconpetiti
conpani es

Cheryl dee Huddl eston Ph. D
Decenber 8, 1999
Recei ved 12-08-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09-99
generic comment - no conmment entered
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260. John Fredrickson, Sr.

261.

262.

263.

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12- 09- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Robert Jarrett

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Cifford Long

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12- 09- 99
create guidelines and protocol which allow for
sufficient provisions for marine manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Chris Pace

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12- 09- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es
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264.

265.

266.

267.

268.

St ephani e Suerth

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12- 09- 99
establish absol ute sustainable yield, creating limts
on anmounts that may be harvested divided anong
corporate and | ocal fishernen
establish substantial fines for overfishing and/or
negl i gent catching of bycatch, and for destruction of
habi t at

Kevi n Broderi ck
Decenber 9, 1999
Recei ved 12-09-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09-99
generic conmment statenent

G egory Al bertson

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99
protect other marine life
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

M chael Logue

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-09-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es
restore bal ance

Chri st ophe Catesson
Decenber 9, 1999
Recei ved 12-09-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09-99
generic comment - no conmment presented
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269.

270.

271.

272.

273.

Davi d Cacci a
Decenber 9, 1999
Recei ved 12-09-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09-99
restrict fishing to a sustainable |evel

Ni ck Canpanil e

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Raynmond Lundgren

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-09-99
[imt inpact of |large scale commercial fishing on fish
stocks and mari ne manmal s
set reasonabl e paraneters for comrercial fishing
protect ecosystemand the Stellar se |lions

Mol |y Canpbel |

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12- 09- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

John Col lins
Decenber 9, 1999
Recei ved 12-09-99
Directed to Lori Gavel
Response 12-09-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
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274.

275.

276.

277.

278.

manmal s and seabi rds

i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste

t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing comunities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Samant ha Hof fa

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
mamral s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste

El ai ne Kapl owe

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-09-99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing overfishing

St eve Antczak

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99
do not allow corporate interests to continue to harvest
the life out of our oceans with trawl fisheries
protect the mammal s and sea birds

Janmes St uhl macker

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99
take into account inpact on |ocal populations of plant
and ani mal s
protect food source for seabirds and mamal s

Christine Curtsinger
Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-09-99
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279.

280.

281.

282.

consi der food and habit at
mammal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for

bycatch and waste

t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing
protect fishing communities fromconpetiti
conpani es

Karen Borch
December 9,

1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori

Response 12-09-99
consi der food and habit at
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for

G avel

bycatch and waste

Sherif Ayoub
Decenber 9,

1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori

Response 12- 09- 99
consi der food and habit at
manal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for

G avel

bycatch and waste

t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing
protect fishing communities fromconpetiti
conpani es

Betty Jean Herner

1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori

Response 12-09-99
consi der food and habit at
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for

December 8,

G avel

bycatch and waste

G eg Gaut hier
December 8,

1999
Recei ved 12-09-99
Directed to Lori
Response 12-09-99
consi der food and habit at
manmal s and seabi rds

G avel

reduci ng and avoi di ng

reduci ng and avoi di ng

reduci ng and avoi di ng

reduci ng and avoi di ng

19

requi renents of

requi renents of

requi renents of

requi renents of

requi renments of

mari ne
massi ve

capacity
on from maj or

mari ne

massi ve

mari ne
massi ve

capacity
on from maj or

mari ne

massi ve

mari ne



283.

284.

285.

286.

287.

Coburn Hayes

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
protect fishing comunities fromlarge conpanies

Sar ah Schol ar

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12- 09- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake nmeasures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Ri chard Nel son

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-09-99

: do a thorough analysis of the effects of present
groundfish fisheries on the marine ecosystem and
coastal Al askan communities
assess alternative fishery inpacts on fish habitat
acknow edge the difficulty of fully understandi ng human
i npacts on undersea ecosystens

Jenni f er Bernardo

Decenber 8, 1999

Recei ved 12-08-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-09-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

- 295. Unsigned, undated, no return address, generic post
cards from St. Paul Island, Pribilofs
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296. - 327. Unsigned, undated, no return address, generic post
cards fromthe Anchorage, Al aska area

328. John Sikes

Decenber 7, 1999

Recei ved 12-13-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99
anal yze how current groundfish fisheries affect marine
ecosystem comunities, and way of life
eval uate how a variety of alternative managenent
strategies may affect environnent

329. Christopher W Bryant
Decenber 7, 1999
Recei ved 12-13-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-15-99
eval uate differences in fish species and their
needs

330. Becky Wal ser

Decenber 7, 1999

Recei ved 12-13-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99

: anal yze how current groundfish fisheries affect the
ecosystem comunities and way of life
eval uate how a variety of alternative nmanagenent
strategies may affect the environment conpared to
exi sting fisheries

331. David M Le
Undat ed
Recei ved 12-13-99
Directed to Sir/Madam
Response 12-15-99
protect the environnment fromtraw ers
control overfishing

332. liuhi Schinetka-Tesch

Decenber 7, 1999

Recei ved 12-13-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99
protect resources and natural habitat
protect environnment fromtraw ers
limt nunmber of fishing permts
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333.

334.

335.

336.

337.

338.

Chris Moser
Decenber 8, 1999
Recei ved 12-13-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-15-99
el imnate waste of bycatch species

Luke Lester

Undat ed

Recei ved 12-13-99

Directed to whomit may concern

Response 12-15-99
protect species and environnment fromtraw ers
protect species from bycatch

Jack Wt hrow

Decenber 7, 1999

Recei ved 12-13-99

Directed to Sir/Madam

Response 12-15-99
anal yze environnental effects of bycatch
protect species from bycatch
survey for nunbers of fish

Sean Kinnard

Undat ed

Recei ved 12-13-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99

: address food and habitat requirenents of marine mammal s
and seabirds
| ook at options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake nmeasures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Robert Heckman

Heckman Enterprises, Inc.

Undat ed

Recei ved 12-13-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99
stop excessive comrercial fishing
avoi d nmassi ve bycatch and waste

Nancy Lord
Decenber 8, 1999
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3309.

340.

341.

342.

Recei ved 12-13-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99

: broadly explore environnmental issues surrounding the
fisheries and clearly identify managenent alternatives
i nclude in analysis an ecosystem approach
specify what is not known about the environnental
effects of various fisheries
address effects of groundfish on habitat
address effects of groundfish fisheries bycatch
address cunul ative environnental effects of multiple
fisheries
address how di fferent managenent strategies m ght be
nore precautionary - better accommodati on of the
uncertainty 19n the data and scientific understandi ng

Russel | Hart

Decenber 7, 1999

Recei ved 12-13-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99
i nclude both food and habitat requirenents
consi der reductions in excessive fishing capacity
protection for communities from maj or conpani es
take entire ecosysteminto account

Dawn Anckar strom Bohm
Decenber 10, 1999
Recei ved 12-10-99
Directed to Lori Gavel
Response 12-15-99
protect food source for sea-living animls
protect small fishing communities from maj or conpanies

Brian McCart hy

Decenber 10, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Al lison Branch
December 10, 1999
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Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

343. Elizabeth Brown

Decenber 10, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

344. Chris Anifantakis

Decenber 10, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

345. Shannon Hut chi ns

Decenber 10, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es
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346. Graham Stafford

Decenber 10, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reduci ng and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

347. Ronda Styles
Decenber 10, 1999
Recei ved 12-10-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-15-99
stop overfishing

348. David Lentz

Decenber 10, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

349. Crystal Wool dri dge

Decenber 12, 1999

Recei ved 12-12-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

350. Eric Daniels
December 11, 1999
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351.

352.

353.

354.

355.

Recei ved 12-12-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
prot ect species habitat
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

M chael Boccacci o

Decenber 11, 1999

Recei ved 12-12-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99
protect wildlife
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Larry Hal
Decenber 11, 1999
Recei ved 12-12-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-15-99
generic comment - no comment witten

Jason Fisette

Decenber 11, 1999

Recei ved 12-11-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

M chael Mezzanotte
Decenber 11, 1999
Recei ved 11-12-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-15-99

save wldlife

Sarena von der Heyde
Decenber 112, 1999
Recei ved 12-11-99
Directed to Lori G avel
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Response 12-15-99
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste

356. Matt Fri edel

Decenber 11, 1999

Recei ved 12-11-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

357. Jani ce Payne
Decenber 11, 1999
Recei ved 12-11-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-15-99
generic comment - no comment witten

358. Nicole Van G oni ngen

Decenber 11, 1999

Recei ved 12-11-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

359. Ant hony G een

Decenber 11, 1999

Recei ved 12-11-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es
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360. John East man

Decenber 10, 1999

Recei ved 12-11-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reduci ng and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

361. Debbi e d shef sk

Decenber 10, 1999

Recei ved 12-11-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
mamral s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste

362. Kat herine Burke
Decenber 13, 1999
Recei ved 12-14-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-15-99
generic comment - no conmment witten

363. Bobbi e Flowers
Decenber 13, 1999
Recei ved 12-14-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-15-99
generic comment - no conmment witten

364. Gary Maraco

Decenber 14, 1999

Recei ved 12-12-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
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conpani es

365. Barry Dubrow

Decenber 14, 1999

Recei ved 12-14-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

366. Ceof f Dunkak

Decenber 14, 1999

Recei ved 12-14-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

367. Katherine Pipeling

Decenber 13, 1999

Recei ved 12-14-99
Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99
protect resources

368. Kris Balliet

Center for Marine Conservation

Al aska Field Ofice

425 G Street, Suite 400

Anchor age, Al aska 99501

Decenber 14, 1999

Recei ved 12-14-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99
prOV|de public with naX|nun1opportun|ty to voice
opi nions for consideration in decision-nmaking
framework for analyzing fishery managenent alternatives
that pronotes better transparency and | eads to better-
i nfornmed deci si on nakers and general public
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address potential inpacts to resources species,
non-resource species, habitats and ecosystens, and
peopl e
focus on how likely each alternative is to neet
overal |l goals of high sustainable catches and
exam ne probability that each alternative wll
lead to a fishery crash or other disaster
focus on indirect inpacts via ecol ogical
interactions as on direct inpacts
i nclusion of alternatives and anal yti cal approaches
that reflect changes in managenent of North Pacific
groundfish since the initial EI S
inclusion of alternatives to be considered by Counci
and NMFS
al ternatives nust be distinct enough to present
deci sion makers with real options for managing the
fishery, each asking the NVFS-specified questions
consider multiple tools for determ ning what is
harvested and goals for using these tools:
size limts,
prohi bition of catch of certain species,
TAC accounting systens for discard nortalities and
met hods for setting catch quotas based on
abundance and ecosystem i nportance of the species

or stock,
goal of ensuring productive fisheries and
ecosystens well into the future

goal of protecting vul nerable species (ESA) or
those at greatest risk of stock collapse

when/ where harvest occurs
focus on tine-area-gear managenent in genera
ot her tine-area-gear quotas

: primary goals as stated above

how groundfish are harvested

: focus on detailed definition of what gear is
acceptable and what is not - or set broad gear
per f or mance st andards
address range of objectives including (a)
m ni m zi ng negative inpacts on bottom habitat; (b)
m nim ze bycatch and other fornms of waste; and (c)
maxi m ze val ue of catch

369. Kinberly Dietrich
Associ ation for Professional Observers
P. 0. Box 30167
Seattl e, Washi ngton 98103
Decenber 15, 1999
Recei ved 12-15-99
Directed to Lori G avel
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Response 12-15-99
address how current groundfish fisheries affect the
mari ne ecosystem (EFH, pollution, discard inpacts,
speci es conposition inpacts, trophic |evels inpacts,
and bycat ch)
eval uate how current and alternative nmanagenent
strategies for existing fisheries may affect the
envi r onnent
anal yze current limtations of “best scientific
i nformati on avail abl e” and the approaches to gain
better information
allow for a flexible observer procurenent system based
on total catch. Analyze how the current system has
bi ased managenent data and to what extent

370. Howard and Terri Teas

Undat ed

Recei ved 12-15-99

Undi r ect ed

Response 12-15-99
focus on the changes to the Bering Sea ecol ogi cal
communi ties caused by fishing
make the SEI'S an analytical tool for fisheries managers
to use when weighing alternatives for best managenent,
rat her than an anal ysis determ nation
describe in detail the biological comunities in the
BSAl, and what controls them (pel agic, hart bottom
m xed bottom soft bottom) (depth, substrate, food,
tenperature, currents, ice, keystone species)
anal yze effects on communities of bycatch and bycatch
di scards (where non-target species fit into the trophic
structure of the conmunities)
time periods for sone of the anal yses nay need to be as
| ong as there has been data, even if inconplete
(i ncl ude oceanographi c conditions and catch data)

371. Steven Hughes

Uni ted Catcher Boats

Decenber 15, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99

: consider, identify and di scuss the cunul ative inpacts
of Council and NMFS actions subsequent to original
El S, including status of fisheries over tine and
patterns of exploitation
exam ne interactions over tine between groundfish
fishery and other species, as well as the inpacts of
t he sal non and herring harvests on Steller sea
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372.

373.

status quo alternatives should be bracketed by
alternatives that are both nore and | ess conservative
(sub-alternatives described for the Tinme/Area C osures
and Gear Limtations Alternatives)

alternatives considering distribution of catch should
explicitly recogni ze the inpact the AFA will have in
spreadi ng pol |l ock fishery out tenporally and spatially
drop Harvest Level zero TAC alternative from anal ysis
as unrealistic - adds nothing to SEI S

consideration to how the SEIS and the alternatives it
describes wll be used

Arni Thonson

Al aska Crab Coalition

3901 Leary Wy N.W, Suite 6

Seattl e, Washi ngton 98107

Decenber 13, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99
Comrent incorporates several papers and incorporates by
ref erences BSA Anendnent 57, BSA Anendnent 37, and BSAI
Amendnent 2la

Si meon Swet zof, Jr.

Mayor

Cty of Saint Paul

P. O Box 901

St. Paul Island, Al aska 99660

Decenber 14, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99

: Assess the economc, cultural, and biological inpact to
| ocal comunities (such as St. Paul); resource
managenent plan nust protect the sustainability of the
communities as well as the resource; include
participation of BS and GOA coastal comrunities in
policy and deci sion-nmaking affecting the resources;
i ncor porat e co-managenent agreenents with Coastal and
Native communities, NMFS, and the Council into any plan
devel oped for the Pribilof on conservation of the
Steller sea |lion
managenent regi me nmust include and be consistent with
international agreenents for the entire Bering Sea
consi der the ecosystem as a whol e
i ncrease support of local research efforts
managenent approach that is based on sound scientific
and traditional know edge, data, and information
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374.

375.

376.

Moni ca Engebr et son

Ani mal Protection Institute

P. O. Box 22505

Sacranento, California 95822

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-15-99

: identify critical habitats
identify the effect of comercial fishing on marine
manmal s
identify humaneness of marine mammal conflict
strategi es and public acceptance of strategies
identify inpact of trawing on sea floor
identify effect of commercial fishing practices on non-
target species, including threatened and endangered
speci es
identify sources of marine pollution
identify effects of underwater noise
anal yze nonl et hal net hods of solving marine manmal and
fisheries conflicts
anal yze establishnment of “no take zones”
anal yze catch limts for commercial fisheries and bag
l[imts for sport anglers
anal yze bycatch reducti on neasures
anal yze ban of the use of fishing trawl ers, and
excluding themin sensitive areas
support ecosystem based approach

John Lyl e

Decenber 10, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-15-99
consi der alternative managenent strategies
protect from overfishing
protect habitat

Tyl er Randol ph

Undat ed

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to sir/mdam

Response 12-15-99

: Ban factory trawl ers, stop the overcapitalization of
the fisheries
accurately analyze the fish stocks and ecosystem and
the affect factory traw ers have them
eval uate how a variety of alternative managenent
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377.

378.

379.

strategies may affect the environment conpared to

exi sting fisheries

di scl ose what managers don’t know about the environnent
effects of these fisheries

Susan Wi ght
Decenber 15, 1999
Recei ved 12-15-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-15-99
generic comment - no comment witten

Trevor M Cabe

At - Sea Processors Associ ation

4039 21°" Avenue West, Suite 400

Seattl e, WAshington 98199

Decenber 15, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-16-99
conparlson of the foreign fisheries that operated off
Al aska in the 1970's and 1980's with fisheries that
oper at e today
i nclude review of various FMP s anendnents, and how
t hose anmendnents have represented steps on a conti nuum
towards nore responsi bly and sustai nably nanaged
fisheries
consider the entire infrastructure of investnent,
livelihoods of people, and value to the nation in the
anal ysi s of options
consi der the econom c, social and biol ogical costs of
fishing (either in target fisheries or of bycatch caps)
conpared to | FQ and/ or co-operative systens; |FQ Co-op
systens shoul d be considered preferable alternatives
tinmetable for preparation of the revised SEI S
unrealistically short

Al euti ans East Borough

Decenber 15, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99

Undi r ect ed
concerned that the scope nay not adequately assess the
cunmul ative inpacts of fishing or consider a full range

of alternative managenent options

eval uate effects of alternative managenent neasures on

fishery dependent communities or small boat fishernen
consi der separate allocations to snall -boat
fishermen and fishing communities
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nodi fy seasonal and area restrictions to
accommodat e needs of fishery dependent comrunities
and smal | -boat fishernen
restrict vessel size classes in nearshore areas to
accommodat e needs of fishery dependent comrunities
and smal | -boat fishernen
eval uate effects of the harvest nmanagenent regine in
pl ace prior to establishment of Steller sea Iion and
AFA managenent neasures in 1999
soci o-econom c effects on small vessels and
fishing conmunities
exam ne range of nodifications that could be nmade in
each of the sub-alternatives being considered; evaluate
range of options under each thematic heading
Harvest Level sub-A to set TAC at zero is not a
“reasonabl e alternative”
eval uate potential effects of environnmental changes in
t he ecosystem on groundfish species and mari ne mamal s;
cunmul ative effects; detail type of changes, effects of
changes, | evel of uncertainty about effects of these
changes
i ncorporate |local and traditional know edge of and
assess inpacts of these actions on Native Al askans
i nclude historical review of managenent neasures taken
in the North Pacific Fishery Managenent region; conpare
to other regions in U S., and internationally to
clarify nature of managenent in North Pacific and
provi de basel i ne agai nst whi ch changes can be measures
measur e nmanagenent actions agai nst the “goals and
obj ectives” of the MS FCVA Nati onal Standards;
eval uate effects of alternatives both singly and
synergistically in qualitative fashion; conpare
managenent trends against trends in environnental
conditions and in fishery managenent el sewhere in the
U S and worldw de; quantify effects of managenent
al ternatives being considered - when not possible, |ay
out a well-reasoned qualifiable analysis of inpacts of
vari ous managenent neasures and environnental changes

380. Ken Stunp

Decenber 15, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-16-99
comments submtted on behal f of G eenpeace, Anerican
Cceans Canpaign, and Sierra C ub Al aska
NMFS has failed to neet its NEPA obligations
NMFS nmust now take a hard ook at its fishery
managenent progranms in their entirety
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Conflicting mandates for conservation and nmanagenent
remai n unresol ved

Goal s and objectives for ecosystem based managenent
must be revi ewed

The SEI'S should identify inpedinents to application of
ecosystem principles, as well as policies and
managenent alternatives needed to inplenent ecosystem
based managenent goals in the North Pacific

The SEI'S nust review MSY-based overfishing definitions,
theory, and current practice in the North Pacific, and
uncertainties associated with their use

The SEI'S nust exam ne the application and limtations
of optimumyield and ot her nechani sns for addressing
si ngl e-speci es overfishing definitions in an ecosystem
cont ext

The SEI'S nmust assess the cumul ative inpacts of
managenent actions as represented by the 60+ FMP
amendnents to the respective FMPs since the origina

El Ss were prepared, including optimmyield threshol ds,
t enporal / spati al nmanagenent neasures, pollock fishery
regul ati ons, bycatch and di scards, observer program

t echnol ogy and excess capacity

The SEI'S nust exam ne managenent alternatives for

mari ne protected areas

The SEI'S nust address the inpacts of the groundfish
fisheries on indigenous subsistence uses of |iving
marine resources in the North Pacific

The SEI'S nust address the uncertainties and | evel s of
ri sk associated with managenent regul ati ons and the
consequences for attenpts to evaluate and address the
i npacts of the FMP prograns

SEI S nust assess inpacts on nanaged groundfish stocks
SEI S nmust assess inpacts on non-target species

SElI S nust assess inpacts on habitats, comunity
structure, and food webs

Essential fish habitat inplementation in the North
Paci fic nmust be revi ewed

The SEI'S nmust specifically address the inpacts of
bottomtraw ing on habitat, comunity structure and
food webs

The SEI'S nmust specifically address the inpacts of
traw i ng on crab habitat and stocks

The SEI'S shoul d review avai |l abl e baseline information
on conmunity structure and faunal domains to evaluate
the effects of fishing on groundfish assenbl ages over
tine

The SEI'S nust address the direct, indirect, and

cunul ative inpacts of the fisheries on the marine food
web
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The SEI'S anal ysis framework nust include not only how
much fishing is allowed under the FMP regul ati ons, but
when, who, and how fishing occurs as well as the

met hods of nonitoring catches under FMP regul ation

The framework of anal ysis shoul d eval uate inpacts
according to nmajor issue areas identified in the public
scopi ng process and in the history of FMP anendnents
SEI S shoul d exam ne nmet hods and approaches for
assessing alternatives in the face of uncertainty

381. Janis Searl es

Eart hjustice Legal Defense Fund

325 Fourth Street

Juneau, Al aska 99801- 1145

Decenber 15, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-16-99
comments submtted on behalf of G eenpeace, Anerican
Cceans Canpaign, and Sierra Cub, and the Nati onal
Audubon Soci ety
i ncorporate by reference comments submtted July 1997
on 1° SEI'S, by Dougl as Rul ey
scopi ng process request for public comment unduly
constrained by identifying “thenes” and *sub-
alternatives”, rather than fostering thinking about the
fisheries and FMPs that is creative and fl exible
NVFS i ntent unclear in regards to “thenmes” and sub-
alternatives and single alternative
each alternative should be, in effect, a different FMP
shoul d be at | east eight alternatives under
consi deration
request format change from previous SEI'S: anal yze
effects of alternatives alternative by alternative,
providing full and conprehensive anal ysis of how the
al ternative managenent neasures woul d operate on the
ecosystem each alternative described and its effects
on each issue analyzed as a whole, in one place
managenent under the current FMPs shoul d be the
proposed action (fisheries in violation of |aw due to
absence of |egal adequate programmc EIS)

382. Dorothy Childers

Al aska Marine Conservation Counci
Box 101145

Anchor age, Al aska 99510

Decenber 15, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99
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Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-16-99
| ook at the effect of the fisheries as a whole and
their cunul ative inpact on the ecosystemto support
their productivity and sustainability
assess the socio-economc effects of the fisheries on
coastal comunities; explore different managenent
approaches relative to their effect on coastal peoples
and econom es; describe our communities and various
cultural and econom c ways they are tied to the marine
ecosyst em
concern about |evel of uncertainty in scientific
under st andi ng of the marine ecol ogy; explore how to
manage in the face of uncertainty and unquantifiable
i nformation; acknow edge significant gaps in scientific
under st andi ng of the ecosystem
describe parts of the ecosystem and how the parts
function together; description of the food web, habitat
and oceanogr aphi ¢ dynam cs
format: broad thematic approach will lead to a
conpartnental i zed anal ysis of each individual thene
rather than a progranmatic analysis that integrates
t hese thenes
di sagree with conceptual franmework: do not Iimt to
eval uation of “how successfully the current managenent
regi ne achi eves goal s and obj ectives (M5 FCVA)
add elements to alternatives: reduced fishing and
i ncreased fishing by each gear type; increased observer
coverage; increased risk averse strategies for setting
ABC limts to account for predator/prey rel ationships
and ot her ecol ogi cal uncertainties
address additional questions in analysis of
alternatives: fishing technol ogy; habitat; bycatch
spatial and tenporal dispersion of fishing effort;
overfishing; OY/MSY; directed fishing standards and VRB
regul ations; catch neasurenent; coastal communities;
scientific uncertainty and precautionary approach
address cunul ative inpacts of all the fisheries as a
whol e
concern about tinme frame to prepare the SEI'S; |ack of
time for a solid analysis
expand scopi ng phase to allow the agency to refine its
alternatives

383. Dave Fraser
Hi gh Seas Catchers’ Co-op
120 Lakesi de Avenue, Suite 230
Seattl e, Washington 98122
Decenber 15, 1999
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Recei ved 12-15-99
Directed to Steve Davis
Response 12-16-99
: i ncl ude anal yzes of inpacts on the human environnent
exam ne cunul ative inpacts of actions subsequent to
original EI'S (in forefront of the nation and the world
in applying the FAO s recommendati ons)
: establish frame of reference
basel i ne agai nst which cunul ative inpacts of
subsequent actions neasured
eval uate evol ution of fisheries nmanagenent and
provi de generalized future direction
show whet her or not individual actions conprising
“status quo” have advanced | evel of precaution in
managenent of resources while achieving OY on a
continui ng basis
show t hat managenent actions are based on
foundati on of research based on surveys and
observer data
list of proposed alternatives not appropriate; add
alternatives
repeal of the cunul ative neasures that constitute
status quo
provide for fishing the whole conplex at MSY | evel
mar ket focused approach alternatives
eval uating i npacts of other fisheries on other
speci es’ good supply and access to fish
(sal non/ herring harvests on Stellers)
specul ati ve and over-paraneteri zed eco-path nodeling
m ght conprom se the solid | evel of stock assessnent
data that has consistently supported conservative
managemnment
exam ning matrix of all possible conbinations wll nake
conparisons artificial
: matri x of possible scenarios becones conpl ex;
eval uati on of excessive nunber of alternatives
creates the risk of not conpleting SEISin tinely
manner
qualitative analysis of overall trend of
conponents of cunul ative actions is superior to
specul ati ve exercise in over-extendi ng nodel i ng
| ook at inpacts on human environnment; soci o-econom c
i npacts; central managenent issue of controlling race
for fish and overcapitalization (CRP issues)

384. John Gauvin
G oundfi sh Forum |Inc
4215 21°' Avenue W, Suite 201
Seattl e, Washington
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Decenber
Recei ved

15, 1999
12-15-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response
i nhe

12-16-99
rent limtations to analytical nethods avail able

for a “programmatic” SEIS anal ysis

need

over-enphasis on the big picture approach could
j eopardi ze solid species-specific stock
assessnents and nmanagenent that has worked well
nodel s suffer frombasic |ack of precision in
nodel i ng specific biological and physical /chem cal
mcro relationships in marine environnment

to broad evaluation wll not be useful in
under st andi ng changes that occur

limtation in anal ytical resources

could lead to erosion of good managenent

for balance in list of alternatives

include alternatives that are not necessarily al
targeting the notion of “less is better”

Al l ocati on schenes

effects on seasonal timng of fishing and catch
rates per unit of tinme; areas fishing and
concentration of effort in those areas; and
observer coverage | evel of groups or vessels
receiving allocations and effects on reliability
of catch and bycatch data

recogni ze | FQ systens portend sol utions or
incentives to devel op solutions for problens
addressed separately in scoping alternatives;
eval uate degree to which recogni zed probl em areas
for capture fisheries could be addressed through
i npl emrentation of | FQs

Har vest | evel s

i nclude provision to relax PSC limtations for
species currently constrained by PSC limts rather
than TAClimts

fails to address potential effects of IR IU

di scuss possibility for reduced productivity from
BS as a result of reduction in available protein
to the system consider potential |ong term
effects of renoving this food source fromthe
marine system

di sproportionate exploitation rates may present
probl ens for natural balance of species;
managenent predicated on selectivity could

j eopardi ze the goal of preservation of species
diversity

Ti me/ area cl osures

explore benefits of closing all areas currently
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closed to trawing in the BSAl to all fishing

gears to evaluate benefits of marine reserves
Habi t at focus

i nappropriate to focus so specifically on

prohi bition of fishing gears in specific fisheries

before habitat-rel ated anal ysis conducted

validity questioned re. deleterious effects on

bent hic habitat from bottomtraw ing

eval uate restrictions on use of gears in sensitive

areas by total anmount of disturbance cunmul atively

over tine

anal ysis should include all areas where habitat

protection fromsone fishing gears has been

achi eved, whet her devel oped for that express

pur pose or not

PSC- f ocus

eval uate downstream effect of managenent regi ne

dom nated by a PSC focus; may produce inbal ance

Suggested alternatives - relation between marine

mamral s and groundfi sh fisheries

proper neans of neasuring inpacts and interactions

effects of fishing on | ocal abundance of known

prey species

enpirical neasurenent of prey density should be

the criterion rather than nodeling and stati cal

appr oaches

385. Kay Quackenbush
Decenber 16, 1999
Recei ved 12-15-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-16-99
Generic comment - no comment witten

386. Nancy Spears

Decenber 16, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-16-99

: consi der habitat and food required for marine animals
and seabirds
options for reducing and avoi di ng bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

387. Sar ah Keeney
Undat ed
Recei ved 12-10-99
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Undi r ect ed

Response 12-16-99
| ook at curul ative effects of all the fisheries on the
entire ecosystem

388. Linda ZunBrunnen

Decenber 6, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-16-99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
mamral s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste

389. Johnat han N chol s
Decenber 10, 1999
Recei ved 12-10-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-16-99
generic comment - no comment witten

390. Corey Jackson

Decenber 10, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-16-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

391. Alison Luedecke (NOTE: SEE ALSO C-401, SAME)

Decenber 10, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-16-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

392. Eva d son
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Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-16-99
consi der once animals and fish and pl ants di sappear,
t hey can never be regained

393. Yvonne Prete

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-16-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

394. Di ana Hsieh

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-16-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

395. Ariann Wade

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-16-99
consider food and habitat requirenents of marine life
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste

396. d audi a Tanzer
Decenber 09, 1999
Recei ved 12-10-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-16-99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
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i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste

reduce excessive fishing capacity

protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

397. daudia Troutt
Decenber 9, 1999
Recei ved 12-10-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-16-99
take care of our world

398. Col |l een Kronqui st
Decenber 9, 1999
Recei ved 12-10-99
Directed to Lori Gavel
Response 12-16-99
restrict fishing
stop overfishing
reduce fishing capacity

399. Todd Wal ker

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-16-99

: consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

400. Sharon G ubbs

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-9-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-16-99
consi der food and habitat requirenents of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

401. Alison Luedecke (NOTE: SEE ALSO C-391 - SAME, EXC. DATE)
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402.

403.

404,

405.

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-10-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-16-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

David Brunetti

Decenber 9, 1999

Recei ved 12-09-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-16-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of protected
speci es
t ake managenent approach that takes entire ecosystem
i nto account
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing comunities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

Calvin WIllians, Sr.
Decenber 4, 1999
Recei ved 12-04-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-16-99
offers to assist Greenpeace as a speaker

Tom Carrels

Decenber 11, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to Steve Davis

Response 12-16-99
assess inpact and frequency of sea |lion foraging on
fisheries wastes

Ji m Brennan

Undat ed

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-16-99
take fresh |l ook at fishery managenent alternatives,
w t hout being wedded to status quo
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406. Karen Whod D bar

Decenber 12, 1999

Recei ved 12-15-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-16-99

: anal yze how current and projected fisheries affect the
mari ne ecosystem
eval uate how alternati ve managenent strategi es affect
t he environnment conpared to existing fisheries
di scuss the gaps in scientific know edge; reconmend to
managers strategies to account for lack of this
i nformati on (precautionary approach)
assess environnental effects of bycatch

407. Dawn Shultz

Decenber 17, 1999

Recei ved 12-17-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-20- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of protected
speci es
t ake managenent approach that takes entire ecosystem
i nto account
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing comunities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

408. Randy Cbregon

Decenber 17, 1999

Recei ved 12-17-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-20- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of protected
speci es
t ake managenent approach that takes entire ecosystem
i nto account
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

409. Kal pana Dangi
Decenber 17, 1999
Recei ved 12-17-99
Directed to Lori G avel
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Response 12-20- 99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of protected
speci es
t ake managenent approach that takes entire ecosystem
i nto account
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

410. Burl Shel don

Decenber 13, 1999

Recei ved 12-17-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 12-20- 99
anal yze affects on ecosystens and communities
eval uate alternative managenent strategies and how
their inpacts will conpare to the current inpacts
di scl ose what managers do not know about environnental
effects
eval uate i npacts of bycatch on all species (conmerci al
and non-conmerci al)
eval uate cunul ative inpacts on habitat and total
regi onal productivity

411. Amanda Br own
Decenber 20, 1999
Recei ved 12-20-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response 12-20-99
hel p G- eenpeace to save environnent

412. Josh Shiver
Decenber 18, 1999
Recei ved 12-18-99
Directed to Lori Gavel
Response 12-20-99
stop destroying the oceans

413. Travis Keenan

Decenber 17, 1999

Recei ved 12-17-99

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response 12-20-99
consi der food and habitat requirenments of protected
speci es
t ake managenent approach that takes entire ecosystem
i nto account
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i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste

reduce excessive fishing capacity

protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

414. Philip Banco
Decenber 21, 1999
Recei ved 12-22-99
Directed to Lori G avel
Response
: consi der food and habitat requirenents of protected
speci es
t ake managenent approach that takes entire ecosystem
i nto account
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

415. Kester Dyer
Decenber 22, 1999
Recei ved 12-22-99
Directed to Lori Gavel
Response
: consi der food and habitat requirenents of protected
speci es
t ake managenent approach that takes entire ecosystem
i nt o account
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

416. Margaret Keig
Decenber 20, 1999
Recei ved 12-21-99
Directed to Lori Gavel
Response
: consi der food and habitat requirenents of protected
speci es
t ake managenent approach that takes entire ecosystem
i nt o account
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
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417.

418.

419.

conpani es

Ri chard Parkin

CGeographic I nplenentation Unit

U.S. Environnental Protection Agency

Regi on 10

1200 Si xth Avenue

Seattl e, Washington 98101

Decenber 22, 1999

Recei ved 12-27-99

Directed to Lori G avel

Response

FAXed to Steve Davis 12-29-99
support expanded scope and range of alternatives byone
1998 SEI'S; allocative and harvest |level, tinme/area
cl osures, gear limtations; who, when, where, how and
how much woul d avoi d deficiencies , inpacts to non-
target species, environnental justice, and
i nternational inpacts
di scuss inpacts to the ecosystem and sensitive species
di scuss inmpacts of the BSAl and GOA FMPs on Native’'s
subsi st ence needs
i ncrease public ability to access conplete information
and comment on key el enents of proposed alternatives;
proposed schedul e unrealistic
consult with tribal governnents
consider nmore fully exploring nmechanisns for directly
i npl enenting the Record of Decision of the SEIS

Tayl or Fel ker

January 5, 2000

Recei ved 01-06-00

Directed to Lori G avel

Response 01-11-00
consi der food and habitat requirenments of protected
speci es
t ake managenent approach that takes entire ecosystem
i nto account
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es

John Webst er

January 27, 2000

Recei ved 01-26-00
Directed to Lori G avel
Response none
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420. Mary Monel

February 1, 2000

Recei ved 02-01-00

Directed to Lori Gavel

Response none
consi der food and habitat requirenments on marine
manmal s and seabi rds
i ncl ude options for reducing and avoi di ng nmassi ve
bycatch and waste
t ake measures to reduce excessive fishing capacity
protect fishing communities fromconpetition from major
conpani es
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APPENDIX K
GOALSAND OBJECTIVESFOR
PROGRAMMATIC ALTERNATIVES

Alternative 1 — Existing Management Policy Framework

Goals of Existing M anagement Policies

Maximize positive economic benefits to the U.S. (domestic fisheries)

Maintain the health of the resource (prevent overfishing) / Minimize irreversible or long-term
adverse effects on fishery resources / Maintain resources stewardship responsibilities for the
continuing welfare of living marine resources

Maintain the health of the environment / Minimize irreversible or long-term adverse effects
on the marine environment

Promote a stable planning environment for the seafood industry / Keep regulations stable
with minimal changes

Conform to the National Standards and NPFMC goals

Assure that commercial, recreational and subsistence benefits can be realized

Keep options available regarding future use of the resources

Promote efficient use of the resources, but not solely for economic purposes

Objectives of Existing M anagement Policies

Establish annual harvest guidelines for each groundfish fishery and mix of species taken in
that fishery

Account for al fishery-related removals by all gear types for each groundfish species, sport
fishery, and subsistence catches

Minimize waste by treating bycatches other than as prohibited species

Minimize waste by developing management measures that encourage the use of gear and
fishing techniques that minimize discards

Stimulate development of fully domestic fishery operations

Develop measures to control effort in afishery, but only when requested by industry
Rebuild stocks to commercia or historic levels if benefitsto U.S. can be predicted after
evaluating associated costs and benefits and the impacts on related fisheries (considerations
other than biological) / Promote rebuilding of stocks when they have declined to alevel
below that capable of producing MSY

Establish population thresholds for economically viable species under Council management
based on best scientific information

Take into account the unpredictable characteristics of future resource availability and
socioeconomic factors influencing the viability of the industry

Consider other impacted resources in the management of individual stocks as a unit
throughout their range / Inflict minimal impact on other fisheries and the environment
Avoid disruption of existing social and economic structures

Maintain a margin of safety in recommending allowable biological catches when the
information concerning the resource is questionable and obtain additional biological and
socioeconomic data in such instances

K-1



Management Policy Alternatives 2 through 6

Goals of Alternate M anagement Policies

Sound conservation of living marine resources

Socialy and economicaly viable fisheries

No human-caused threats to protected species

Healthy living marine resource habitat

Minimize to the extent practicable, bycatch and bycatch mortality

Objectives of Alternate M anagement Policies

Maximize positive economic benefits to the U.S.

Maintain healthy stocks important to commercial, recreational, and subsistence fisheries.
Prevent overfishing and rebuild depressed stocks important to commercial, recreational, and
subsistence fisheries.

Increase long-term economic and socia benefits to the nation from living marine resources.
Recover and maintain protected species populations.

Reduce fishing conflicts that involve protected species and seabirds.

Protect, conserve, and restore living marine resource habitat

Conform to the National Standards and NPFMC Comprehensive Goals.

Fully integrate Marine Mammal Protection Act, Endangered Species Act, Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act, and Federal Power Act procedures into MSFCMA decision-making.
Promote a stable planning environment for the seafood industry by keeping regulations stable
when possible.

Promote efficient use of the resources, but not solely for economic purposes.

Minimize waste by developing management measures that encourage the use of gear and
fishing techniques that minimize discards.

Establish minimum stock size thresholds for al managed groundfish stocks based on the best
scientific information available.

Maintain a margin of safety in recommending allowable biological catches when the
information concerning the resource is questionable and obtain additional biological and
socioeconomic data in such instances.

Use the precautionary approach when making decisions.

Reduce bycatch and the mortality of bycatch that cannot be avoided.

Minimize the “race-for-fish.”

Maintain the concept that humans are components of the ecosystem.

Provide for the sustained participation of fishing communities and minimize adverse
economic impacts on such communities.
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PROJECT SCHEDULE - NMFS GROUNDFISH FISHERIES SEIS

Task Name Duration Start | Finish Sep [ Oct | Nov | Dec } Jan [ Feb [ Mar | Apr [ May | Jun20|OOJu| [ Aug T Sep | Oct [ Nov [ Dec | Jan [ Feb [ Mar | Apr [ May | Jun20|O{1uI [ Aug T Sep [ Oct [ Nov
Scoping 110 days 10/4/99 3/3/00

Scoping Period 31 days 10/4/99 11/15/99 |:| 11/15

Develop SEIS Structure 31 days 10/4/99 11/15/99 |:| 11/15

Identify 1998 SEIS Sections for use 5 days 10/25/99 10/29/99 |:| 10/29

Scope Cum Effects, Ecosystem & Socioecon 11 days 11/1/99 11/15/99 |:| 11/15

Scoping period - extension 23 days 11/15/99 12/15/99 : 12/15

Public Scoping Meeting - Juneau 1 day 11/8/99 11/8/99 o118

Public Scoping Meeting - Anchorage 1 day 11/9/99 11/9/99 @119

Public Scoping Meeting - Kodiak 1 day 11/10/99 11/10/99 $11/10

Public Scoping Meeting - Seattle 1day 11/12/99 11/12/99 1112

Prepare Draft Scoping Summary Report 45 days 11/15/99 1/14/00 11/15 |:| 1/14

NPFMC Meeting - Status Report 1 day 12/8/99 12/8/99 $128

Agency review of Scoping Summary Report 24 days 1/17/00 2/17/00 117 |:| 2117

Prepare Final Scoping Summary Report 11 days 2/18/00 3/3/00 2/18 |:| 3/3
Draft Supplemental EIS 292 days 11/1/99 12/12/00 | .

Prepare PDSEIS 176 days 11/1/99 7/3/00 [ ] 713

Make initial writing assisgnments 1 day 11/15/99 11/15/99 WP11/15

PDSEIS Due 1 day 7/3/00 7/3/00 .7/3

Agency review period 30 days 7/4/00 8/14/00 |:| 8/14

Incorporate agency comments 15 days 8/15/00 9/4/00 :| 9/4

Final NMFS review 15 days 9/5/00 9/25/00 :| 9/25

DSEIS to GSA Printing 24 days 9/26/00 10/27/00 |:| 10/27

DSEIS Complete 1 day 10/27/00 10/27/00 .10/27

DSEIS 45-Day Public Comment Period 33 days 10/27/00 12/12/00 |:| 12/12
Final Supplemental EIS 181 days 12/1/00 8/10/01

Consolodate, review, assign comments 15 days 12/1/00 12/21/00 :| 12/21

Prepare responses to comments 60 days 12/22/00 3/15/01 3/15

Integrate responses and prepare PFSEIS 23 days 3/16/01 4/17/01 |:| 4/17

PFEIS due to agencies 1 day 4/18/01 4/18/01 Y418

Agency review period 25 days 4/19/01 5/23/01 |:| 5/23

Revise PFSEIS 12 days 5/24/01 6/8/01 |:| 6/8

Final NMFS review 10 days 6/11/01 6/22/01 |:| 6/22

Final revisions, prepare FSEIS 12 days 6/25/01 7/10/01 |:| 7/10

FSEIS to GSA Printing 23 days 7/11/01 8/10/01 |:| 8/10
Review Period and ROD 50 days 8/13/01 10/19/01 ﬁ

30-day public review period 23 days 8/13/01 9/12/01 |:| 9/12

ROD issued 1 day 10/19/01 10/19/01 10/19 .

Summary P \ccing 4

Schedule reflects working days, Monday-Friday.
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